I-'',  of 

THE  ROSE  SOCIETY 
OF  ONTARIO 

f952 


YEAR  BOOK 

of 

THE  ROSE  SOCIETY 
OF  ONTARIO 

1913-1952 


PATRONS  AND  PATRONESSES 


The  Honorable  Ray  Lawson  and  Mrs.  Lawson 
The  Honorable  Leslie  Frost  and  Mrs.  Frost 
Colonel,  The  Honorable  Thomas  L.  Kennedy  and  Mrs.  Kennedy 
Mrs.  G.  Graeme  Adam 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  E.  Burden 
The  Honorable  Charles  Daley  and  Mrs.  Daley 
Lady  Eaton 
Commissioner  Walter  J.  Love 
Colonel  W.  G.  MacKendrick,  D.S.O.,  and  Mrs.  MacKendrick 
Doctor  J.  D.  MacLachlan 
Colonel  R.  S.  McLaughlin  and  Mrs.  McLaughlin 
Mrs.  Campbell  Reaves 
The  Honorable  Chief  Justice  R.  S.  Robertson 
Mrs.  P.  A.  Thomson 

OFFICERS 

Honorary  President — Mr.  Fred  F.  Dufton 

Honorary  Vice-Presidents — Mrs.    A.    C.    McMaster,    Mrs.  J. 
Lockie  Wilson,  Lt.-Col.  Hugh  A.  Rose,  Q.C.,  Dr.  Albert  H. 
Rolph,  M.D. 
President — Miss  Mabel  Stoakley — Toronto 
Vice-Presidents — Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock — Port  Credit 

Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.  C. — Fort  Erie  North 
Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett,  C.A. — Toronto 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D. — Islington 
Honorary   Treasurer — Mr.    Arthur    A.    Norton — 22  Eastview 

Crescent,  Toronto,  12. 
Honorary   Secretary — Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett,   C.A. — 151  Fairlawn 

Avenue,  Toronto,  12. 
Associate    Secretaries — Mrs.    C.    T.    Wilson    (Membership) — 80 
Ellerslie  Avenue,  Willowdale,  Ontario 

Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall  (Exhibition)  9  Golf  Club  Rd.,  Toronto,  13. 

Advisory  Board — Mr.  A.  E.  Brown;  Mr.  Fred  F.  Dufton;  Mr. 

Arthur  A.  Norton;  Dr.  A.  H.  Rolph;  Mr.  James 
C.  Taylor,  B.S.A.;  Mr.  Arthur  J.  Webster. 

Honorary  Directors — 

(Elected  in  recognition  of  outstanding  service  to  this  Society  and /or  to  the 
culture  of  Roses  generally.) 

Mr.  R.  W.  Oliver,  Dept.  of  Agriculture,  Ottawa,  Ontario;  Mr.  D.  Clare 
Patton,  Islington,  Ontario;  Mr.  A.  Norman  Rogers,  St.  Leonard's- 
on-Sea,  Sussex,  England;  Mr.  Archie  Selwood,  Vancouver,  British 
Columbia. 

ROARD  OF  DIRECTORS 

Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett,  C.A.  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp 

Mr.  O.  C.  Bentley  Mr.  C.  A.  Snowdon 

Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.C.I.S.  Miss  Mabel  Stoakley 

Mr.  A.  E.  Brown  Mr.  J.  C.  Taylor,  B.S.A. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Cruickshank  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.  C. 

Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper  Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock 

Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall  Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 

Mr.  W.  J.  McNeill  Mrs.  C.  T.  Wilson 

Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 


EXHIBITION  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  J.  M.  Philp  — Chairman 
Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock — Vice-Chairman 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D.  Mr.  W.  J.  McNeill 

Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

Mr.  A.  E.  Brown  Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 

Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess  Mr.  Thos.  Pocklington 

Mr.  C.  W.  Cruickshank  Dr.  A.  H.  Rolph,  M.D. 

Miss  Margaret  Dove  Mrs.  James  Sloan 

Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton  Mr.  C.  A.  Snowdon 

Mr.  F.  R.  Dufton  Mr.  C.  R.  Stephenson 

Mr.  E.  Victor  Grainger  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.C. 

Mr.  H.  C.  Higham  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper  Miss  Hazel  A.  Webster 

Mrs.  R.  H.  Max  Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 

FINANCE  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  A.  E.  Brown — Chairman 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D.  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp 

Mr.  O.  C  Bentley  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.C. 

Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S.  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 
MEMBERSHIP  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  0.  C.  Bentley — Chairman 

Mr.  W.  J.  McNeill — Oshawa  and  District  Vice-Chairman 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith — Hamilton  and  Niagara  Peninsula  District 

Vice-Chairman 

Mr.  Arthur  L.  Botly — Head  of  the  Lakes  District  Vice-Chairman 
Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S.  Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 

Mr.  C.  W.  Cruickshank  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp 

Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton  Mr.  Archie  Selwood 

Mr.  F.  R.  Dufton  Mrs.  James  Sloan 

Mrs.  J.  J.  Gallagher  Mr.  C  A.  Snowdon 

Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper  Mr.  F.  C  Teskey 

Dr.  L.  A.  Macklin,  M.D.  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.  C. 

Mrs.  A.  C.  McM aster  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mr.  Emerson  Mitchell  Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 

PROGRAMME  COMMITTEE 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D. — Chairman 
Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper — Vice-Chairman 
Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S.  Mr.  J.  M.  Philp 

PUBLICATIONS  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster — Chairman  and  Editor 
Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S.  Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 

Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton  Mr.  Archie  Selwood 

Mrs.  J.  J.  Gallagher 
PUBLICITY  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.CI.S. — Chairman 
Dr.  J.  II.  Baillie,  M.D.  Mr.  E.  Victor  Grainger 

Mr.  A.  E.  Brown  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

Miss  Katharine  W.  Clarke  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mr.  ('.  \\ .  Cruickshank  Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock 

REPRESENTATIVES  TO  THE  ROYAL  AGRICULTURAL 
WINTER  FAIR 

Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Miss  Mabel  Stoakley 
AIDITORS 

Mr.  Maxwell  C.  Coutts,  R.I. A.  Mr.  Sydney  M.  Hulbig,  C.A. 
Note:  The  President,  Secretaries  and  Treasurer  are  ipso  facto  members 
of  all  Committees. 


INDEX 


Page 

Title  Page    1 

Patrons,  Patronesses,  Officers  and  Directors    3 

Index   .   5 

Foreword    7 

President's  Greeting    8 

The  Annual  Meeting,  1951    9 

Reports  of  Committees    13 

Financial  Statement   21 

Awards  at  the  1951  Rose  Show   22 

The  Summer  Exhibition  Prize  List,  1952    24 

The  Annual  Rose  Show,  1951   D  C.  Pattern  35 

The  Battle  with  Winter                             R.  W.  Oliver  37 

Reminiscences                                        Archie  Selwood  41 

A  Rosarian's  Reward                     Mrs.  J.  J.  Gallagher  49 

The  Art  of  Fower  Arrangement  .  .  Mrs.  J.  R.  M.  Wilson  54 

Roses  in  the  Capital  City                  C.  Allen  Snowden  60 

Some  Recent  Books                                     The  Editor  64 

Lest  We  Forget                                         "Shot  Silk"  65 

The  Clearing  House                                     The  Editor  67 

The  Rose  Analysis,  1951                           F.  F.  Dufton  82 

Membership  List    88 

The  Constitution,  Rules  and  By-Laws    92 

Index  to  Advertisers    97 


FOREWORD 


7 


Foreword 

Once  again  the  Year  Book  goes  out  to  our  members 
accompanied  by  our  greetings  and  best  wishes  for  a 
successful  Rose  season. 

To  all  those  who  have  contributed  articles  or  have 
otherwise  assisted  in  the  preparation  of  material  in- 
cluded herein  we  express  our  gratitude  together  with 
our  hope  that,  with  respect  to  future  Editions,  mem- 
bers in  greater  numbers  will  actively  participate  in 
the  preparatory  work  by  contributing  articles,  or 
failing  that,  by  suggesting  subjects  which  they  would 
like  to  have  discussed. 

Once  again  we  acknowledge  gratefully  the  support 
extended  by  our  advertisers  without  whose  co-opera- 
tion the  publication  of  our  Year  Book  would  not  be 
possible.  We  repeat  our  previous  suggestion  that  our 
members  neglect  no  opportunity  to  patronize  these 
advertisers,  at  the  same  time  indicating  that  their 
patronage  is  in  recognition  of  the  support  which  has 
been  accorded  the  Society's  work. 


— The  Editor 
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President's  Greeting 

For  the  first  time  in  many  years,  you  have  honoured  a 
woman  with  the  highest  office  in  the  gift  of  our  Rose  Society, 
and  with  deep  appreciation  I  accept  the  honour  on  behalf  of 
the  women  in  our  membership! 

We  should  like  to  acknowledge  the  honour  during  the  term 
of  office  when  a  woman  presides  by  greatly  increasing  the 
number  of  our  members. 

You  will  have  read  in  the  recent  Bulletin  a  letter  written  by 
Mr.  O.  C.  Bentley,  Chairman  of  the  Membership  Committee, 
and  we  should  like  to  underline  again  the  suggestion  of  every 
member  interesting  a  friend  to  become  a  member  of  our  Rose 
Society. 

Increased  membership  would  build  greater  interest  in  the 
culture  of  roses,  in  our  Rose  Show,  and  in  our  meetings.  In- 
creased revenue  would  encourage  expansion  of  programme  and 
achievement ! 

The  work  of  the  President  is  lighter  because  of  the  excellent 
service  of  the  Officers,  Board  of  Directors  and  Committee 
Chairmen.  In  addition  to  the  delightful  interest  and  achieve- 
ment of  growing  prize-winning  Roses,  these  men  and  women 
are  planning  and  working  all  the  year  'round  for  the  successful 
programme  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario,  including  much 
thought  for  the  Rose  Show! 

The  Editor  of  the  Year  Book  has  made  an  outstanding 
contribution  to  our  Society,  and  I  should  like  to  express  our 
appreciation  to  him  as  well  as  to  the  contributors,  and  the 
advertisers! 

A  happy  and  successful  new  year  for  The  Rose  Society  of 
Ontario! 


Mabel  Stoakley, 
President. 
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The  Annual  Meeting,  1951 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario  was 
held  in  the  Auditorium  of  the  First  Unitarian  Church  of 
Toronto,  St.  Clair  Avenue  West,  on  Wednesday  evening, 
October  3rd,  1951.  The  President,  Mr.  Fred  F.  Dufton  of 
Cobourg  occupied  the  Chair  and  welcomed  the  Members 
and  their  friends  who  were  in  attendance. 

The  President,  directing  a  question  to  the  Honorary  Sec- 
retary as  to  whether  the  meeting  was  properly  constituted  as 
the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Society,  received  the  reply  that 
the  required  quorum  was  present  and  that  notice  had  been 
duly  given,  but  the  Board  of  Directors  desired  to  make  a 
recommendation  to  the  General  Meeting,  and  if  such  recom- 
mendation was  acceptable  to  the  Members,  the  Meeting  could 
then  be  declared  as  being  properly  constituted. 

The  President,  signifying  his  willingness  to  receive  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  Board  of  Directors,  recognized  Dr.  J. 
H.  Baillie,  M.D.,  a  Director,  who  addressed  the  meeting  ex- 
plaining the  proposed  recommendation.  On  the  completion 
of  Dr.  BailhVs  explanation,  the  Chairman  asked  for  the  feel- 
ing of  the  Members  present,  whereupon  Mr.  C.  R.  Stephenson 
rose  and  proposed  that  Clause  13  of  the  Constitution  of  The 
Rose  Society  of  Ontario  be  amended  by  substituting  in  place 
of  the  words  "In  the  Month  of  December  each  year"  the 
words,  "In  the  Month  of  October  each  year".  Supported  by 
Mrs.  A.  A.  Norton  as  seconder,  the  proposal  was  unanimously 
accepted  by  the  Members  present,  whereupon  the  President 
declared  the  meeting  properly  constituted  as  the  Annual 
Meeting  of  the  Society. 

Minutes  of  the  Annual  Meeting,  November  29,  1950: 

On  the  motion  of  Miss  Mabel  Stoakley,  supported  by  Mr. 
C.  R.  Stephenson,  the  Minutes  of  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
Society  held  on  November  29,  1950  were  taken  as  read. 

The  President's  Address 

As  your  retiring  President  it  is  my  privilege  and  a  sincere 
pleasure  to  welcome  you  to  our  Annual  Meeting  here  this 
evening.  Our  meetings  in  past  years  have  been  held  in  vary- 
ing types  of  buildings  and  with  varying  surroundings,  but, 
tonight,  I  believe,  we  have  reached  the  optimum.  This  grand 
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new  Church,  but  recently  dedicated,  has  been  made  available 
to  our  Society  and  I  would  be  remiss  in  my  duties  as  your 
President  if  I  did  not  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate 
the  congregation  of  this  First  Unitarian  Church  in  Toronto 
on  the  fulfilment  of  their  many  years  of  earnest  endeavour  in 
the  building  of  this  most  modern  centre  of  worship.  May  it 
long  continue  to  serve  the  purposes  to  which  it  has  been  ded- 
icated, a  bulwark  against  the  powers  of  darkness  and  a  win- 
dow of  light  to  all  mankind.  Thank  you!  Mr.  Cruickshank 
for  carrying  our  request  to  the  Managing  Board  and  for  your 
sponsorship  of  this  Society. 

The  year  in  retrospect  has  been  one  of  the  many  problems. 
World  events  have  confused  our  thinking.  Our  friends  of 
yesteryear — or  were  they  our  friends?  — continue  in  their 
attempts  to  disrupt  the  quiet  course  of  history  and  the  future 
of  free  men  is  challenged  in  ways  unthought  of  even  a  decade 
ago.  This  uncertainty  reflects  in  our  daily  living — to  those  of 
us  who  have  been  able  to  continue  in  our  study  and  cultivation 
of  flowers  and  Roses  in  particular,  some  relief  has  come — it 
has  been  a  good  tonic  for  us  to  enjoy  our  flowers — let  us  en- 
deavour to  continue  to  spend  some  time  at  least  in  our  gardens. 

Perhaps  this  same  uncertainty  has  had  something  to  do  with 
the  fluctuations  expressed  in  the  Membership  report  which 
you  will  hear  later.  At  the  same  time,  perhaps,  we  have 
not  been  able  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  our  Members — something 
more  is  looked  for.  It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  our  Members  will 
come  forward  with  suggestions  so  that  your  Board  of  Directors 
may  be  able  to  bend  their  efforts  more  closely  to  your  wishes. 
During  the  year  just  past  the  cost  of  providing  reading  ma- 
terial and  services  continued  to  increase.  Our  present  scale  of 
membership  fees  cannot  hold  out  indefinitely  against  these 
increases  at  our  present  membership  levels.  Our  Membership 
Chairman  reports  gains  in  new  Memberships — you  and  I 
must  see  to  it  that  these  gains  are  consolidated  into  renewing 
memberships  next  year. 

As  a  provincial  organization  it  follows  that  many  members 
arc  not  in  a  position  to  enjoy  the  Annual  Rose  Show.  To  them 
the  Year  Book  is  the  great  source  of  interest,  assistance  and 
enjoyment.  To  our  Editor,  Mr.  Arthur  Webster,  must  go  the 
full  credit  for  our  1951  Rose  Annual — not  only  was  he  called 
on  to  write  many  of  the  articles  and  to  edit  all  of  them,  but, 
in  addition,  procure  most  of  the  Advertising  which  is  so  es- 
sential from  the  financial  standpoint.    The  enthusiastic  re- 
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sponse  which  met  the  1951  edition  is  indicative  of  the  charac- 
ter and  calibre  of  this  publication.  May  I  remind  each  Member 
that  he  or  she  is  a  prospective  provider  of  material  and  a  sales 
representative  for  advertising  in  our  1952  Year  Book.  Its 
success  depends  on  your  co-operation.  When  the  Editor  asks 
for  material  he  is  asking  YOU  and  YOU  and  YOU. 

This  year  marked  a  change  in  location  for  our  Rose  Show. 
Our  happy  association  with  the  Eaton  Auditorium  was 
brought  to  a  close  with  the  large  scale  alterations  planned 
there.  After  much  deliberation  the  decision  was  reached  to 
hold  the  Show  in  the  Crystal  Ballroom  of  the  King  Edward 
Hotel.  Despite  a  number  of  difficulties  your  Exhibition  Com- 
mittee staged  a  fine  Show  and  the  Publicity  initiated  by  Miss 
Stoakley  and  carried  through  by  Mr.  Philp  brought  out  a  good 
crowd.  As  usual  Chairman  P.  L.  Whytock  of  the  Exhibition 
Committee  covered  the  multitude  of  details  with  that  unique 
ability  which  has  brought  him  to  the  Presidency  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Winter  Fair,  an  appointment  in  which  we  all  join 
in  offering  our  sincerest  congratulations.  The  quality  of  bloom 
was  high  and  we  were  glad  to  welcome  many  new  exhibitors 
from  widely  separated  parts  of  our  Province  as  well  as  from  the 
West  Coast. 

National  and  International  competition  engendered  by  our 
Air-borne  classes  resulted  in  some  of  our  Members  exhibiting 
at  Vancouver  just  prior  to  our  own  Show.  I  shall  have  a  very 
pleasant  duty  later  in  the  evening  in  presenting  the  awards 
won  by  our  Members  on  that  occasion. 

Financially  speaking  we  have  not  done  so  well.  Operating 
costs,  Rose  Show  deficits  and  production  costs  of  the  Year 
Book  have  seriously  impaired  our  financial  position.  Some 
economies  have  already  been  effected — and  your  retiring 
Directors  will  have  some  suggestions  for  the  incoming  Board 
to  work  on  in  an  effort  to  bring  about  some  improvement  in 
the  coming  months. 

Rose-growing  in  general  throughout  the  Province  has  been 
spotty.  Areas  north  of  Toronto  and  along  the  Upper  Lakes 
suffered  heavily  from  caterpillar  infestation.  Other  localities 
suffered  wind  and  storm  damage.  Generally  speaking,  how- 
ever, some  very  fine  bloom  has  been  seen  and,  while  there  are 
current  reports  of  some  defoliation  and  blackspot,  conditions 
tend  to  a  fairly  satifactory  Fall  season. 

The  problems  of  Rose-naming  are  still  with  us  and  the 
pointed  articles  appearing  in  Rose  journals  on  this  subject 
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indicate  a  need  for  closer  adherence  to  the  International  agree- 
ments on  this  score.  Included  with  this  may  also  be  the  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  some  growers  to  extend  sole  rights  for  the 
whole  of  this  continent  to  one  grower  on  this  side  of  the  ocean. 
We  love  our  neighbours — but  we  also  respect  our  own  national 
economy  and  feeling  of  national  pride  as  one  of  the  British 
Commonwealth. 

You  will  all  join  with  me,  I  am  sure,  in  the  feeling  of  loss  in 
the  passing  of  two  of  our  most  earnest  workers  during  the  past 
year.  Just  as  the  season  opened  we  were  advised  of  the  passing 
in  Sidney,  B.C.  of  our  esteemed  Honorary  Director,  Mr. 
George  Nunn,  a  keen  Rosarian  and  a  great  friend  of  this 
Society.  Then  as  the  Autumn  season  approached,  we  were 
again  saddened  by  the  passing  in  Toronto  of  our  senior 
Honorary  Vice-President,  Miss  Ella  M.  Harcourt.  Miss 
Harcourt  had  but  recently  returned  from  several  years'  so- 
journ on  the  West  Coast  and  had  taken  up  active  interest  in 
the  Society  locally.  A  former  Editor,  her  passing  takes  from 
us  one  of  the  older  pillars  of  the  Society.  We  hope  that  in  the 
( rarden  beyond  they  will  find  Roses  more  fair. 

As  I  step  down  from  the  Presidency  of  the  Society,  I  should 
like  to  express  my  sincere  appreciation  of  the  assistance  which 
has  been  so  warmly  accorded  me  by  your  Board  of  Directors 
and  the  Officers  of  the  Society  during  these  past  two  years. 
Being  in  the  country  as  it  were,  I  have  counted  on  their  help 
and  it  has  come  to  me  freely  and  without  stint.  To  the  Secre- 
tarjr  and  Associate  Secretary,  my  special  thanks  for  their  work 
on  the  Society's  behalf  and  for  their  efforts  in  keeping  me  so 
fully  informed  of  events.  May  I  ask  that  you  give  my  succes- 
sor in  office  your  continuing  co-operation.    May  the  Winter 
treat  your  Roses  lightly  and  the  Spring  which  must  surely 
follow  bring  renewed  hope  and  enthusiasm. 
Hope — for  improved  world  conditions. 
Enthusiasm — for  your  efforts  as  a  Member  of  this  Society. 
Cobourg,  September  30,  1951. 

Fred  F.  Dufton. 

The  Treasurer's  Report 

Mr.  Stewart  B.  Bartlett,  C.A.,  the  Honorary  Treasurer, 
addressed  the  Meeting  and  pointed  out  that  inasmuch  as  the 
expiry  date  of  the  Society's  fiscal  year  had  been  moved  for- 
ward, it  had  not  been  possible  to  obtain  a  certified  Auditor's 
Report  of  the  financial  position  of  the  Society. 
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A  detailed  report,  duly  certified,  appears  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  references  to  this  Annual  Meeting.  Mr.  Bartlett,  in 
giving  the  figures  at  his  disposal  at  that  time,  pointed  out  the 
heavy  costs  which  had  been  encountered  in  operating  the 
Society  during  the  past  year  and  the  fact  that  additional 
expenses,  without  an  increase  in  Membership,  had  placed  the 
Society's  finances  in  a  precarious  position. 

Appointment  of  Auditors 

The  Honorarv  Treasurer.  Mr:  Bartlett.  presented  a  motion 
that  Messrs.  M.  C.  Coutts.  R.I. A.  and  Mr.  S.  M.  Hulbig,  C.A., 
be  re-appointed  as  the  Society's  Auditors  for  1951.  In  the 
course  of  submitting  his  motion  for  the  re-appointment  of 
these  gentlemen,  Mr.  Bartlett  expressed  his  sincere  personal 
appreciation  of  the  co-operation  which  had  been  given  him 
by  the  Auditors  during  the  past  year.  This  motion,  seconded 
by  Mr.  0.  C.  Bent  ley,  carried  unanimously. 

Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie  addressed  the  Chair  and  asked  that  a  vote 
of  thanks  be  tendered  to  the  Honorary  Treasurer,  Honorary 
Secretary.  Associate  Secretary  and  the  Auditors,  for  their 
work  during  the  year,  commending  each  individually  for  the 
efficient  manner  in  which  they  had  carried  out  the  onerous 
duties  of  their  various  offices.  Seconded  by  Mr.  C.  W.  Cruick- 
shank.  the  motion  received  the  hearty  approval  of  all  present . 

REPORTS  OF  THE  STANDING  COMMITTEES 

Publicity  Committee 

The  Chairman  of  this  Committee.  Miss  Mabel  Stoakley, 
presented  her  report  which  will  be  found  in  full  detail  further 
on.  Miss  Stoakley.  in  moving  the  acceptance  of  the  Com- 
mittee report,  took  the  opportunity  to  thank  her  Committee 
for  their  fine  work  in  connection  with  this  year's  Show. 
Seconded  by  Mrs.  Arthur  Norton,  the  motion  carried 
unanimously. 

Programme  Committee 

Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie.  M.D.,  spoke  briefly  on  the  activities  of  this 
Committee  during  the  year.  The  highlight  was  the  Spring 
Meeting,  when  we  enjoyed  the  interesting  and  helpful  instruc- 
tion of  Mr.  Max  Shirley  and  Mr.  Cy.  Massey  of  Cooper's 
Florists.  Toronto,  who  demonstrated  the  art  of  arranging 
flowers,  especially  Roses,  for  a  wide  variety  of  uses.  Reference 
was  also  made  to  the  assistance  of  the  Panel  of  Experts  at  our 
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meetings  and  the  hope  expressed  that  more  questions  would 
be  directed  to  these  gentlemen  at  future  meetings. 

The  Doctor's  motion  for  the  acceptance  of  his  report,  ably 
seconded  by  Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall,  received  hearty  acceptance. 

Membership  Committee 

Mr.  Arthur  A.  Norton,  presenting  the  report  of  this  Com- 
mittee, pointed  to  a  net  loss  in  numerical  strength  of  some  11 
members.  There  were  264  members  who  renewed  their 
membership,  while  we  added. 71  new  members.  Most  en- 
couraging were  the  figures  concerning  these  new  memberships 
— 5  Affiliates,  5  Sustaining,  28  Active  and  33  Associate.  We 
especially  welcome  our  new  friends  in  the  affiliating  Societies. 
The  Chairman's  motion  for  acceptance,  ably  seconded  by  Mrs. 
C.  T.  Wilson,  carried. 

Exhibition  Committee 

The  report  of  this  Committee,  reproduced  elsewhere  in  the 
Year  Book,  was  presented  by  the  Vice-Chairman,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Philp,  in  the  unavoidable  absence  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock.  The  motion  for  acceptance, 
sponsored  by  Mr.  Philp  and  seconded  by  Miss  Katharine 
Clarke,  was  enthusiastically  received. 

Publications  Committee 

Mr.  Arthur  J.  Webster,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  and 
also  as  Editor  of  the  Year  Book,  referred  to  the  Committee's 
work  in  preparing  the  seasonal  Bulletins,  of  which  there  were 
three  in  number  during  1951 — Spring,  Show  and  Fall.  Atten- 
tion was  drawn  to  the  increasing  cost  of  their  production  and 
mailing  and  the  inability  of  the  Committee  to  increase  the 
number  of  Bulletins  for  this  reason.  Reference  was  made  also 
to  the  Year  Book  and  Mr.  Webster  paid  tribute  to  the  few  who 
had  assisted  in  its  production.  (While  Mr.  Webster  modestly 
avoided  mentioning  the  fact  in  his  report,  the  writer  of  this 
report  knows  from  personal  contact  that  the  Year  Book  was 
produced  by  the  Editor  almost  single  handedly,  including  the 
advertising,  the  sale  of  which  alone  made  the  publication 
possible.)  It  was  pointed  out  that  the  Year  Book  is  one  of,  if 
not  the  main  factor,  in  keeping  the  Membership  together  and 
in  promoting  wider  interest  in  Rose  culture.  Accordingly,  it  is 
imperative  that  consideration  be  always  given  to  the  main- 
tenance  of  the  publications  of  the  Society,  even  in  the  face  of 
increasing  production  and  printing  costs.  Hope  was  expressed 
thai  L952  would  see  some  improvement  in  the  volume  of  ad- 
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vertising  carried  and  a  wider  personal  interest  on  the  part  of 
the  entire  membership  in  the  preparation  of  the  Year  Book 
especially. 
Finance  Committee 

It  was  with  heartfelt  concern  that  President  Dufton  re- 
ported to  the  Members  that  our  Chairman  of  Finance,  Mr. 
Ellis  H.  Wilkinson,  was  still  unable  to  join  us  at  this  meeting. 
Mr.  Wilkinson's  protracted  illness  has  temporarily  deprived 
the  Board  of  an  able  leader  and  worker,  and  we  all  join  in  ex- 
pressing the  hope  that  Mr.  Wilkinson  will  be  back  on  the  job 
very  shortly.  Figures  given  by  the  Treasurer,  Mr.  Bartlett, 
and  now  confirmed  in  the  audited  statement,  show  the  heavy 
strain  under  which  the  Society  is  operating  financially.  The 
higher  cost  of  printing  the  Year  Book,  and  the  added  expenses 
in  staging  the  Annual  Rose  Exhibition  pose  a  difficult  problem 
for  the  incoming  Board  of  Directors.  Experience  gained  in  the 
past  year  will  guide  us  in  planning  future  operations  and, 
while  we  close  the  year  with  but  a  very  small  balance,  we  look 
forward  to  a  brighter  year  in  1952. 

Report  of  the  Nominating  Committee 

The  President  called  on  Mr.  Arthur  Webster,  as  Chairman 
of  the  Nominating  Committee,  to  present  to  the  Members  a 
suggested  list  of  members  to  serve  the  Society  as  its  Directors 
in  1952.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  presentation  of  this  list  a 
further  call  was  made  by  the  President  for  additional  names 
from  any  member  present.  Receiving  no  response  to  his  re- 
quest, the  President  asked  for  a  motion  naming  the  Members 
listed  by  the  Nominating  Committee  as  the  Directors  of  the 
Society  for  1952.  Miss  Aldyth  M.  R.  Clarke  very  graciously 
proposed  the  motion  which,  seconded  by  Mrs.  S.  B.  Bartlett, 
carried  unanimously.  The  President  then  declared  the  follow- 
ing Members  to  be  Directors  of  the  Society  for  1951/52  season: 

Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie,  M.D.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett,  C.A.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 


Mr.  O.  C.  Bentley 
Mr.  J.  H.  Berry,  A.C.I.S. 
Mr.  A.  E.  Brown 
Mr.  C.  W.  Cruickshank 


Mr.  J.  M.  Philp 
Mr.  C.  A.  Snowdon 
Miss  Mabel  Stoakley 
Mr.  J.  C.  Taylor,  B.S.A. 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill,  Q.C. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock 
Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 


Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton 
Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper 
Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall 
Mr.  W.  J.  McNeill 


Mrs.  C.  T.  Wilson 
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Wishing  the  newly-elected  Directors  every  success  in  their 
new  year  of  service,  the  President  took  the  opportunity  also 
to  thank  Mr.  Webster  and  his  Committee  for  their  efforts  on 
the  Society's  behalf. 

President  Dufton  then  asked  if  any  member  present  desired 
to  make  any  comment  or  suggestion  regarding  the  welfare  of 
the  Society.  There  being  no  response,  the  Hon.  Secretary,  Mr. 
Berry,  called  attention  to  some  interesting  work  undertaken 
by  some  our  our  affiliates,  especially  those  in  the  Head  of  the 
Lakes  area.  Following  this,  the  Hon.  Secretary  reported  to 
the  President  that  several  of  our  Members  had  won  honours 
in  Rose  competition  in  far  away  fields,  notably  the  Vancouver 
Horticultural  Society  Show  on  June  22nd.  Summoning  the 
winners  to  the  dais,  the  President  presented  to  Mr.  A.  J. 
Webster  a  beautiful  silver  tray,  suitably  engraved  and  to 
Messrs.  Arthur  Norton  and  Stewart  Bartlett,  Gold  Medal 
diplomas.  All  three  were  competitors  in  the  Air-borne  Classes 
at  that  Show.  This  fine  effort  was  most  enthusiastically  ap- 
plauded by  those  present. 

As  President  Dufton  brought  the  formal  portion  of  the 
Annual  Meeting  to  a  close,  our  popular  Vice-President,  Miss 
Mabel  Stoakley,  rose  and  in  her  own  inimitable  manner, 
proposed  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Dufton  for  the  time,  effort 
and  earnest  devotion  he  had  given  to  the  Society's  needs  during 
his  past  two  years  of  office.  Those  present  endorsed  the  motion 
most  heartily. 

The  Chairman  then  called  on  Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie  to  conduct  a 
short  forum  on  Rose  questions.  Assisted  by  members  of  the 
Advisory  Board,  a  brief  but  very  interesting  period  was  spent 
in  the  discussion  of  problems — some  old,  some  new — on  Rose 
culture. 

Fall  Exhibition 

As  a  new  venture  in  programming,  our  Annual  Meeting 
Members  had  been  invited  to  bring  the  best  of  their  Fall 
bloom  for  a  little  competition.  While  we  had  hoped  for  a 
reasonable  quantity  of  bloom,  the  most  optimistic  of  the  Com- 
mit tee  hardly  expected  the  wealth  of  fine  bloom  brought  in  for 
display.  Taxing  the  capacity  of  the  space  and  equipment  pro- 
vided, the  judges,  Miss  Margaret  Dove,  Mr.  C.  T.  Wilson  and 
Mr.  ( W.  Cruickshank,  had  their  hands  full  in  their  endeav- 
our- to  choose  the  winners.  The  judging  completed,  it  was 
announced  thai  Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess  of  Toronto  had  won  the 
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S.  B.  Bartlett  Sweepstakes  Trophy  for  maximum  points.  The 
donor  of  the  trophy  being  present,  he  had  the  added  pleasure 
of  making  the  presentation  for  the  first  time  to  the  lucky 
winner. 

The  President  extended  the  Society's  thanks  to  the  Judges 
and  to  the  exhibitors  for  their  part  in  making  the  Meeting  so 
interesting. 

Following  the  drawing  for  and  presentation  of  Door  prizes 
generously  donated  by  friends  of  the  Society,  the  President 
asked  for  a  motion  adjourning  the  meeting. 

Mr.  J.  M.  Philp,  thereupon,  rose  and  presented  a  motion 
expressing  the  thanks  of  the  Society  to  the  governing  board  of 
the  First  Unitarian  Church  for  the  privilege  of  holding  this 
meeting  in  their  new  church  auditorium.  The  motion  being 
unanimously  accepted,  Mr.  C.W.  Cruickshank  was  aked  to 
personally  convey  this  message  to  his  fellow  members  on  the 
Church  Board. 

Bringing  the  meeting  to  a  close,  the  President  took  the 
opportunity  to  wish  the  members  a  safe  wintering  and  a  great 
year  for  their  Roses  in  1952. 


Report  of  Publicity  for  1951 

Your  Chairman  of  Publicity  was  in  Toronto  until  June  23rd 
to  help  plan  a  programme  of  publicity  with  Mr.  Webster, 
Mr.  Berry  and  Mr.  Philp,  but  on  the  day  of  the  Rose  Show, 
June  25th,  was  in  London,  England,  and  missed  the  National 
Rose  Show  in  London  on  June  29th  and  30th  because  the 
English  Speaking  LTnion  Conference  for  which  she  had  gone  to 
London,  was  in  session  on  the  same  days ! 

I  did  see  beautiful  roses  in  the  British  Isles,  in  Switzerland 
and  Italy,  but  none  lovelier  than  those  grown  by  our  own 
members. 

With  your  approval,  we  invited  the  Women  Editors  of  the 
three  Toronto  daily  newspapers,  and  of  the  Royal  York  and 
King  Edward  publications  (weekly)  to  have  luncheon  with 
Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Philp  and  your  Chairman,  at  the  King 
Edward  Hotel  on  June  20th. 

Mr.  Webster,  as  always,  spoke  attractively  and  enthusiastic- 
ally about  Roses  and  the  plans  for  our  Rose  Show,  and  of  the 
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uncertainty  of  each  grower  of  having  blooms  to  exhibit  be- 
cause of  caterpillars,  or  that  they  either  bloomed  too  early  or 
too  late  for  the  date  of  the  Show.  Margaret  Aitken,  columnist 
of  the  Telegram,  in  a  splendid  article  on  June  21st,  said  Mr. 
Webster  brought  tears  to  her  eyes  with  the  sad  story  of  the 
growers'  problems  and  vicissitudes!  And  she  mentioned  the 
happy  side  too !  Margaret  Aitken  had  another  article  on  June 
22nd  about  our  Society  and  the  Show,  with  special  reference 
to  the  class  for  fragrance. 

The  Daily  Star  gave  a  six-inch  article  on  June  21st,  and  the 
Globe  and  Mail,  six  inches  on  the  same  date,  June  21st.  In 
the  King  Edward  and  the  Royal  Yorker,  June  25th  to  July  1st, 
there  were  several  lines  announcing  our  Show.  These  articles 
were  the  result  of  our  luncheon  for  the  Press. 

We  scheduled  display  advertising — 40  lines,  single  column, 
three  times  in  The  Globe  and  Mail,  Star,  and  Telegram,  and 
once  in  the  Brantford  Expositor,  Hamilton  Spectator,  Oshawa 
Times  and  St.  Catharines  Standard;  three  insertions  of  classi- 
fied advertising  in  each  of  the  three  Toronto  dailies  in  the 
Announcements'  Column,  Women's  pages. 

Mr.  Webster  was  interviewed  twice  over  C.F.R.B.  by  Mr. 
John  Bradshaw,  and  in  the  interviews  referred  to  our  Rose 
Show,  date,  place,  etc.  We  should  like  to  thank  Mr.  Bradshaw 
for  his  kindness  in  making  these  broadcasts  possible  on  behalf 
of  our  Society. 

Display  Cards — A  large  number  of  display  cards  were  de- 
livered through  the  kindness  of  Mr.  Webster  to  the  various 
branches  of  the  Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce,  and  by  Mr. 
Berry  and  members  of  the  Committee  to  florists'  shops  and 
stores  where  we  do  business. 

The  thanks  of  our  Committee  are  due  to  Mr.  Webster,  Mr. 
Berry  and  Mr.  Philp  who  helped  with  valuable  contacts  for 
publicity. 

Mabel  Stoakley,  Chairman. 
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Report  of  the  Exhibition  Committee 

Since  the  work  of  this  Committee  centres  chiefly  around  the 
Annual  Rose  Show,  I  should  like  to  recall  to  your  mindo  some 
of  the  highlights  of  the  1951  Show  held  on  June  25th,  last. 

First  of  all  I  do  want  to  thank  the  Members  of  this  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  supporting  Committees  who  gave  us  such 
fine  assistance  at  the  time  of  the  Show. 

Our  change  of  location  to  the  King  Edward  Hotel  from  the 
Eaton  Auditorium,  which  was  no  longer  available  for  our  type 
of  exhibition,  brought  a  number  of  problems,  physical  as  well 
as  financial.  Some  of  them  we  overcame  .  .  .  others  we  shall 
have  to  deal  with  in  our  plans  for  future  exhibitions. 

Last  year  I  mentioned  the  uncontrollable  factors  of  Nature. 
As  might  be  expected  we  had  them  to  deal  with  in  1951. 
Summer  storms  striking  parts  of  the  Province  on  the  Saturday 
immediately  preceding  the  Show  reduced  a  previously  an- 
ticipated bumper  crop  of  bloom,  but,  thanks  to  several  of  the 
larger  exhibitors  whom  the  storm  passed  by,  the  floral  offerings 
were  very  good.  We  were  particularly  happy  to  have  Professor 
MacAndrews  and  his  charming  wife  from  Syracuse  with  us 
again  this  year  and  bringing  along  with  them  a  generous 
sample  of  wonderful  Roses  from  New  York  State.  Our 
doughty  President,  notwithstanding  the  onslaught  of  cater- 
pillars, brought  in  a  few  blooms  from  Muskoka,  while  Southern 
Ontario  was  ably  represented  by  Vice-President  Tyrrill  and 
Mrs.  Tyrrill.  As  usual  the  East  was  well  represented  by  entries 
from  Oshawa  and  in  addition,  we  welcomed  a  new  exhibitor 
and  a  prize-winner  from  Trenton.  From  the  Western  part  of 
the  Province  came  fine  representations  from  Stratford,  Wing- 
ham,  Hamilton  and  intervening  points. 

The  Air-borne  classes  drew  exhibits  from  Vancouver  and 
from  England  and  continued  to  attract  attention  of  our 
visitors  at  the  Show. 

Notable  among  the  prize-winners  were  Mr.  W.  J.  McNeill, 
of  Oshawa,  whose  prize  specimen  of  "Peace"  carried  away  the 
P.  H.  Mitchell  Trophy  for  the  Best  Rose  in  the  Show.  Professor 
A.  H.  MacAndrews,  whose  aggregate  points  won  for  him  the 
coveted  Sir  Harry  Oakes  Trophy  for  the  Sweepstakes  award. 
The  newly-donated  H.  M.  Eddie  and  Sons  Challenge  Trophy 
for  the  best  15  H.T's  went  to  Mr.  Norton  of  Toronto.  In  the 
Air-borne  classes,  a  newcomer,  Mr.  Howell,  of  Vancouver, 
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wrested  first  place  honours  from  veteran  Archie  Selwood  and 
carried  off  the  A.  J.  Webster  Trophy.  One  of  the  most  en- 
couraging points  of  our  1951  Show  was  the  number  of  new 
entrants,  particularly  in  the  Novice  Classes  when  the  entries 
of  Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod  and  Mr.  David  Crompton  attracted 
considerable  attention.  Here  we  have  the  potential  exhibitors 
of  tomorrow  and  it  augurs  well  that  such  a  wide  coverage 
of  the  Province  could  be  found  in  these  classes. 

We  are  very  grateful  to  our  friends  who  from  year  to  year 
assist  us  in  making  our  Rose  Show  such  an  attractive  event. 
Sheridan  Nurseries  had  a  beautiful  display  of  Perennials, 
just  off  the  entrance,  and  sharing  this  spot  with  them,  were 
many  lovely  blooms  from  our  local  Exhibition  Park  Rose 
Garden,  made  possible  through  'the  kindness  of  Commissioner 
Walter  J.  Love.  On  the  main  platform  were  displayed  the 
professional  blooms  for  commercial  purposes  and  our  sincere 
thanks  go  to  Mr.  Beatty  of  the  Dale  Estate  and  Mr.  Mills  of 
Thomas  Ivey  <fc  Sons,  for  their  kindness  in  providing  samples  of 
the  latest  and  best  in  commercial  bloom. 

Our  report  would  not  be  complete  without  reference  to  the 
Judges.  Our  sincere  thanks  go  to  them  for  the  time  devoted 
to  this  task  and  for  their  pains-taking  efforts  in  reaching 
decisions  in  the  60  odd  classes  offered  for  their  examination. 
Also  we  are  indebted  to  Mr.  Wm  Pocklington  for  his  assistance 
in  the  role  of  Auctioneer.  His  sales  ability  brought  quite  a 
number  of  the  much  needed  dollars  toward  the  Show  expenses. 

Bringing  affairs  up  to  date  you  will  see  in  this  evening's 
miniature  Show,  which  has  been  so  capably  handled  by  Mr. 
Philp,  our  Vice-Chairman,  further  evidence  of  the  desire  of 
this  Committee  to  make  the  exhibiting  of  Roses  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Society  something  of  pleasure  to  them  and  to  you. 

P.  L.  Whytock,  Chairman. 
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Financial  Statement 

Covering  Receipts  and  Disbursements  Period  ending 
30th  September  1951 

INCOME  AND  EXPENDITURES 

Income 

Memberships   $  934.00 

Advertising — Year  Book   532.50 

Rose  Exhibition   681.20 

Donations — General   72.75 

  $2,220.45 

Disbursements 

Year  Book— Printing,  etc   903.70 

Honorariums   150.00 

Stenography  and  Secretarial   77.62 

Stationery  and  Postage   328.11 

Meeting  Expenses  and  General   90.35 

Rose  Exhibition   977.83 

 $2,527.61 

Deficit  for  Period — being  excess  of 

Disbursements  over  Receipts   307.16 


$2,527.61  $2,527.61 


SURPLUS  ACCOUNT 

Cash  on  Hand,  15th  November  1950   364.42 

Deficit  for  Period   307. 16 

Cash  on  Hand,  30th  September  1951   57.26 


$  364.42  $  364.42 


ROSE  EXHIBITION 

Tickets   $  511.20       Advertising  and  Publicity.  .  $  266.18 

Entry  Fees   33.75       Auditorium  Rent,  etc.  .   350.00 

Auction  Sale   136.25       Trophy  Expenses,  Prizes, 

Miscellaneous,  etc   361.65 


$  681.20  $  977.83 


Toronto,  Ontario 
November     21st,  1951. 

To  The  Members  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario: 

We  have  made  an  examination  of  the  Society's  books  and  accounts  covering  the  period 
November  30th,  1950  to  September  30th,  1951. 

In  our  opinion  the  accompanying  statement  of  Receipts  and  Disbursements  correctly 
reflects  the  net  revenue  of  the  Society  for  the  period  under  review. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
S.  M.  Hulbig 
M.  C.  Coutts. 

Auditors 
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Awards  at  the  1951  Rose 
Show 


Class 


First  Prize 


Second  Prize 


Third  Prize 


1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
24. 
(a) 
24. 
(b) 
24. 
(c) 
24. 
(d) 
24. 
(e) 
25. 
26 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 


No  Entry 
No  Entry 
No  Entry 

Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 

Syracuse,  N.Y. 
No  Entry 
Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 
Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 
Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  Charles  Ruze 
Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 
Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett 

Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett 

No  Award 

Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 

Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 

Mr.  Charles  Ruze 
Mr.  H.  H.  Wickett 
No  Entry 
Dr.  L.  A.  Macklin 
Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 
Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod 
Mr.  David  Crompton 
Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod 
No  Entry 

Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper 
Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie 


Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
No  Award 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 


No  Award 

Mr.  Arthur  E.  Smith 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
No  Award 
No  Award 
No  Award 


Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
No  Award 

Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 
No  Award 
No  Award 
No  Award 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Dr.  L.  A.  Macklin 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  Thos.  Pocklington 
Mrs.  R.  H.  Max 
No  Award 

Mr.  Thos.  Pocklington 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  F.  R.  Dufton 


No  Award 

No  Award 

Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

No  Award 

No  Award 

No  Award 

No  Award 

Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod 

No  Entry 

Mr.  George  Culver 

Dr.  L.  A.  Macklin 

No  Entry 

No  Award 

Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett 

Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 


Prof.  A.  MacAndrews  Mr.  Alan  Dignan 

Prof.  A.  MacAndrews  Mr.  E.  H.  Wilkinson 

Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith  Mr.  Alan  Dignan 

Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill  Mrs.  C.  T.  Wilson 

No  Award  No  Award 

No  Award  No  Entry 

Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith  Mrs.  Jas.  Sloan 

Mr.  A.  E.  Smith  Mr.  David  Crompton 

Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod  Mrs.  J.  Haggerty 

Mr.  David  Crompton  No  Entry 


Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  S.  McDowell 


Mrs.  R.  H.  Max 
Mrs.  H.  T.  Burgess 


AWARDS  AT  THE  1951  ROSE  SHOW 
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Class 


First  Prize 


Second  Prize 


Third  Prize 


36.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

37.  Mr.  S.  McDowell 

38.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

39.  Mr.  S.  B.  Bartlett 

40.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 

41.  Mr.  Alan  Dignan 

42.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

43.  Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper 

44.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

45.  Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper 

46.  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

47.  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

48.  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

49.  Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

50.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

51.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

52.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

53.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

54.  Mrs.  Jas.  Sloan 

55.  Prof.  A.  Mac  Andrews 

56.  Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 

57.  Prof.  A.  MacAndrews 

58.  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

59.  No  Award 

60.  Mr.  Archie  Selwood 

Vancouver,  B.C. 

61.  Mr.  A.  C.  Howell 

62.  Mr.  A.  C.  Howell 


Mr.  S.  McDowell 
No  Entry 
No  Award 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mrs.  C.  T.  Wilson 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 
Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall 
No  Award 
Mr.  Fred  F.  Dufton 
Mr.  Fred  F.  Dufton 
Mrs.  H.  P.  Marshall 
Mr.  Charles  Ruze 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 
Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill 
Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 

Mr.  A.  C.  Howell 

Vancouver,  B.C. 
Mr.  Archie  Selwood 
Mr.  Archie  Selwood 


No  Entry 

No  Entry 

No  Entry 

Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

Mrs.  C.  T.  Wilson 

Mr.  J.  S.  Carter 

Mr.  F.  R.  Dufton 

No  Award 

Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

Mr.  E.  W.  Tyrrill 

No  Entry 

Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

No  Entry 

Dr.  J.  H.  Baillie 

Mr.  G.  S.  Stemp 

No  Award 

Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mrs.  M.  C.  Hooper 
Mrs.  A.  L.  Naismith 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 
Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

No  Award 

No  Award 
No  Award 


Sweepstakes  Prize  for  Winner  of  highest  aggregate  score  of  points: 

Sir  Harry  Oakes  Challenge  Trophy — Professor  A.  H.  MacAndrews, 

Syracuse  N.Y. 

Best  Rose  in  the  Show: 

P.  H.  Mitchell  Challenge  Trophy — Mr.  Wm.  J.  McNeill,  Oshawa,  Ontario. 
Maximum  aggregate  points  in  Air-borne  Classes: 

Arthur  J.  Webster  Challenge  Trophy — Mr.  A.  C.  Howell,  Vancouver,  B.C. 
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Annual 
Rose  Exhibition,  1951 

by  D.  C.  Patton 

The  Society's  Annual  Rose  Show  held  in  the  Crystal  Ball- 
room of  the  King  Edward  Hotel,  Toronto,  on  Monday,  June 
25th  last,  will  go  down  in  the  Society's  records  as  a  very  suc- 
cessful and  better  than  average  show.  Officially  opened  by  our 
gracious  Patroness,  Lady  Eaton,  with  brief  but  appropriate 
and  encouraging  remarks,  the  afternoon  and  evening  proved  a 
most  happy  and  enjoyable  affair.  But  every  Rose  Show  is  that, 
and  we,  at  least  always  come  away  from  ours  enriched — in  new 
friendships  made  and  old  ones  renewed.  Our  love  and  admira- 
tion for  roses  has  climbed  still  higher  and  we  have  learned  a 
little  more  of  how  to  grow  and  show  the  Queen  of  Flowers. 

The  location  selected  for  the  1951  rose  exhibition  was  admir- 
able from  the  standpoint  of  space  and  excellent  natural  light- 
ing. A  most  welcome  feature  was  the  seating  accommodation 
at  the  south  end  of  the  hall  where  foot-weary  exhibitors  and 
visitors  could  rest  and  enjoy  the  colourful  panorama  of  the 
Show  and  its  admiring  audience.  Parking  facilities  were, 
however,  inadequate. 

The  attendance,  some  1200,  was  above  the  average  of  several 
years  and  it  recalled  old  times  to  note  many  classes  attracting 
lengthy  queues  of  obviously  interested  admirers.  Average 
quality  of  bloom  was  excellent  although  it  has  been  surpassed 
in  some  previous  shows. 

The  weatherman  smiled  too— a  clear  sunny  day  was  predic- 
ted and  lived  up  to.  As  often  happens,  however,  the  exact  date 
(necessarily  chosen  weeks  before  as  most  likely  to  find  the 
majority  of  members'  roses  at  their  peak)  proved  too  early  for 
some — too  late  for  others.  For  example,  Mr.  Fred  Dufton's 
Muskoka  garden  could  only  stage  three  entries,  while  the  best 
exhibition  type  blooms  of  Southern  Ontario  and  many  Toronto 
gardens  had  passed.  As  a  result,  entries  in  the  exhibition 
classes  were  largely  from  out-of-town  exhibitors  while  Toronto 
members  were  heavily  represented  in  the  decorative  and 
special  sections. 

Air-borne  exhibits  from  Mr.  A.  Norman  Rogers,  Sussex, 
England,  and  Messrs.  Selwood  and  Howell  of  Vancouver  again 
attracted  much  attention. 
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As  additional  proof  that  winning  entries  can  be  successfully 
packed  and  transported  considerable  distances,  the  Sir  Harry 
Oakes  Challenge  Trophy  for  maximum  points  was  won  by 
Professor  A.  H.  MacAndrews  of  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  with  numer- 
ous superb  specimens.  This  is  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
"Sweepstakes"  trophy  has  left  Canada.  The  P.  H.  Mitchell 
Trophy  for  Best  Rose  in  the  Show  was  awarded  to  Mr.  W.  J. 
McNeill  of  Oshawa  for  a  particularly  fine  long  stemmed  bloom 
of  the  deservedly  popular  Mme.  A.  Meilland  (Peace).  That 
man  McNeill  may  not  have  a  large  rose  collection  but  he 
certainly  knows  how  to  grow  and  stage  them! 

There  were  gratifying  numbers  of  entries  in  the  Novice 
classes  where  those  of  Dr.  J.  M.  McLeod  were  particularly 
prominent.  Have  Scotsmen  discarded  the  thistle  and  adopted 
the  rose  as  their  national  flower? 

As  in  other  years,  non-competitive  displays  added  greatly  to 
the  interest  and  beauty  of  the  Show,  and  we  are  especially 
grateful  to  the  Dale  Estate,  Brampton;  Thomas  Ivy  and  Sons, 
Port  Dover;  Sheridan  Nurseries,  Ltd.,  Sheridan;  and  the  Parks 
Department  of  Toronto,  for  their  colourful  and  beautifully 
arranged  exhibits  of  roses  and  other  seasonal  flowers  and 
plants. 

The  Show  closed  with  presentation  of  the  major  awards  to 
the  happy  winners,  and  then  the  highlight  to  many  of  the 
audience — the  auction  of  the  hundreds  of  lovely  roses,  most 
capably  carried  out  by  Mr.  William  Pocklington,  to  whom, 
and  the  whole  hard  working  Exhibition  Committee,  the  Society 
is  indeed  deeply  grateful. 
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The  Battle  With  Winter 

By  R.  W.  Oliver, 

Division  of  Horticulture, 
C.  E.  F.  Ottawa,  Ontario. 

Lack  of  sufficient  hardiness  is  the  most  important  factor  in 
setting  geographical  limits  of  plant  growth  in  Canada.  In  the 
case  of  most  plants,  we  accept  nature's  verdict  with  resigna- 
tion, but  such  is  man's  love  for  roses  that  we  continue  to  defy 
her  challenge.  Otherwise,  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario  would 
be  a  small  affair  confined  to  the  Niagara  Peninsula  and  shore  of 
Lake  Erie. 

Winter  hardiness  is  such  a  complicated  subject  to  which 
many  physical  and  chemical  factors  contribute,  that  almost 
the  whole  practice  of  cultivation  is  involved.  Actual  physical 
protection  is  merely  the  last  ditch. 

The  first  line  of  defense  is  to  grow  only  those  species  or 
varieties  which  will  succeed  in  the  locality  without  protection. 
Even  in  the  mild  climate  of  Toronto,  this  would  cut  out  Hybrid 
Teas,  as  well  as  some  climbers  and  Hybrid  Polyanthas.  At 
Ottawa  we  would  have  to  throw  out  Hybrid  Perpetuals,  all 
climbers  and  ramblers,  and  most  of  the  Hybrid  Polyanthas, 
though  the  Poulsens,  Betty  Prior  and  Mrs.  R.  M.  Finch  could 
be  grown  if  interplanted  with  evergreens  to  hold  the  snow. 
North  of  Ottawa,  rosarians  would  have  to  be  content  with 
tough  species  and  hybrids  such  as  Hansa,  Betty  Bland,  Dr. 
Mills,  R.  acicularis,  R.  rubrifolia  and  R.  rugosa. 

But  we  all  insist  on  having  continuous  bloom  and  Hybrid 
Tea  quality,  though  both  characters  originated  a  long  distance 
south,  where  winter  has  no  bite  and  wood  does  not  need  to 
change  its  character  to  withstand  the  shock. 

The  second  line  is  to  combine  these  desirable  features  of 
good  form  and  continuous  bloom  with  hardiness  through 
breeding.  Mr.  Sven  Poulsen  of  Copenhagen  and  more  recently 
Mr.  Walter  Brownell  of  Rhode  Island  have  had  considerable 
success,  along  with  others,  in  producing  hardier  plants  with 
continuous  blooming  habit.  But  breeding  cannot  take  us  very 
much  farther  in  this  direction  because  continuous  bloom  can 
only  accompany  continuous  vegetative  growth  and  the 
progress  is  quite  slow. 

The  third  phase,  and  the  important  one,  is  conditioning  the 
plants  we  have  to  stand  the  shock.    The  study  of  factors 
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influencing  hardiness  and  the  actual  form  of  the  damage  has 
absorbed  the  time  and  talents  of  many  top  flight  plant  physio- 
logists who  do  not  seem  to  agree  on  all  points  and  with  whom 
I  am  in  no  position  to  argue.  However,  certain  points  have 
been  pretty  firmly  established. 

Winter  hardiness,  like  resistance  to  drought,  is  largely 
dependent  on  the  ability  of  the  plant  cells  to  hold  tenaciously 
to  their  moisture  content.  Death  results  when  the  protoplasm 
in  the  cells  becomes  dried  out  to  a  certain  critical  point.  Mois- 
ture in  plant  tissues  occurs  in  two  forms :  Free  moisture  which 
is  largely  intra-cellular  and  can  move  or  evaporate  easily,  and 
bound  moisture  which  is  held  as  an  integral  part  of  the  proto- 
plasm within  the  cell. 

Damage  due  to  minimum  temperatures  is  really  mechanical. 
The  free  water  within  the  tissues  freezes  into  ice  crystals  which 
expand  on  freezing  and  tear  the  tissue.  These  crystals  also 
have  a  tendency  to  pull  more  moisture  from  the  cells  to  cause 
desiccation  of  the  protoplasm. 

This  type  of  damage  is  worse  in  tender  wood  that  has  not 
undergone  a  proper  hardening  process. 

Maturity  of  the  wood  is  held  by  most  to  be  the  really  im- 
portant factor  and  this  can  be  greatly  influenced  by  proper 
cultural  practice.  As  maturity  or  hardening  of  the  wood  takes 
place  in  the  fall,  cells  become  smaller  with  thicker  walls  and 
there  is  less  "free"  water  to  form  ice  crystals.  There  is  also  a 
chemical  change  within  the  cells  converting  carbohydrates  to 
more  soluble  forms  so  that  the  moisture  in  the  cell  is  held  more 
firmly.  This  natural  hardening  is  carried  on  better  by  fluctuat- 
ing temperatures  in  the  fall  than  by  steady  cold. 

The  second  type  of  winter  injury  is  caused  by  the  gradual 
drying  out  of  the  stems  by  wind  and  sun  during  the  time  when 
ground  is  frozen  and  roots  are  inactive,  so  that  moisture  cannot 
be  replenished.  According  to  experimental  work  done  by  Dr. 
Brierley  of  the  University  of  Minnesota  with  raspberries,  and 
by  Dr.  Wilner  of  the  Dominion  Forest  Experiment  Station  at 
Indian  Head,  Saskatchewan,  with  other  trees,  the  evaporation 
of  moisture  is  more  rapid  during  warm  sunny  spells  in  late 
winter  than  in  steady  cold.  This  explains  why  winter  injury  is 
often  severe  in  mild  winters,  particularly  in  the  burning  of 
evergreen  foliage. 

The  third  line  of  defense  against  winter  therefore  starts  with 
the  cultural  practices  away  back  in  midsummer.  In  order  to 
get  the  wood  hardened,  late  summer  and  fall  growth  should  be 
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discouraged.  This  can  be  done  (1)  by  reducing  the  feeding  of 
nitrogen  after  the  first  of  July.  High  nitrogen  applications  in 
spring  help  growth  to  start  early  and  provide  lots  of  foliage  to 
make  food.  When  bloom  starts  the  phosphorous  and  potash 
needs  to  be  pushed  up.  At  that  time  we  use  a  2-12-10  fertilizer 
and  cut  nitrogen  out  entirely  at  the  end  of  July.  (2)  By  re- 
ducing water  supply  to  as  little  as  will  keep  the  foliage  healthy. 
Mulching  with  chopped  straw,  corncobs  or  peat  will  help  as 
well;  though  it  seems  contradictory.  The  chief  object  in  a 
mulch  is  to  conserve  moisture,  but  at  the  same  time  its  decom- 
position uses  available  nitrogen  from  the  soil  and  acts  as  a 
brake.  (3)  By  cutting  bloom  with  shorter  and  shorter  stems  as 
the  season  advances,  so  that  more  foliage  and  storage  tissue  is 
left  on  the  plant.  Of  course  it  is  essential  to  keep  foliage  healthy 
all  through  the  season  to  insure  a  steady  supply  of  food  and 
adequate  storage  of  carbohydrates  for  winter  to  enable  the 
tissue  to  hold  its  "bound"  moisture  more  firmly.  This  means 
consistent  spraying  for  control  of  pests  and  disease,  particu- 
larly Black  Spot.  We  have  always  found  that  winter  injury 
was  more  severe  where  this  disease  has  caused  defoliation  in 
late  summer. 

The  stock  on  which  the  roses  are  grafted  has  some  influence 
too.  Those  on  R.  canina  will  slow  down  in  fall  more  obligingly 
than  those  on  R.  multiflora,  which  explains  why  such  plants 
live  longer.  It  is  difficult  to  procure  these,  however,  as  nursery- 
men prefer  R,  multiflora  as  a  stock.  From  their  standpoint,  as 
well  as  that  of  flowers-per-square-foot,  the  preference  can  be 
understood. 

As  to  the  last  line  of  defense  which  is  mechanical  protection : 
From  the  above  it  would  seem  that  roses  are  protected  against 
wind  and  sun  rather  than  extremes  of  cold.  But,  while  we  are 
concerned  with  the  conservation  of  moisture  within  the  plant, 
moisture  surrounding  it  is  bad  on  two  counts.  Damp  air  or 
moisture-sodden  material  is  a  better  conductor  than  dry  air 
and  for  this  reason  is  a  poor  insulator.  It  also  encourages  the 
development  of  fungus  diseases  like  stem  canker  and  mildew. 
Snow  is  the  best  insulator  but  not  always  dependable. 

The  first  equipment  needed  is  a  mound  of  earth  to  protect 
the  base  of  all  Hybrid  Teas,  Polyanthas,  Perpetuals  and 
Climbers.  Some  people  use  earth  from  an  outside  source, 
others  pull  earth  up  around  the  roses  from  the  space  between 
them,  using  strawy  manure  to  fill  the  depressions  and  protect 
the  roots.  Either  is  satisfactory,  but  the  substitution  of  lighter 
material,  such  as  sand,  peat,  moss  or  vermiculite  to  save  labour 
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is  not  as  good  as  ordinary  soil.  This  work  is  best  done  before 
the  ground  freezes,  which  at  Ottawa  is  during  the  first  half  of 
November. 

Further  protection  where  needed  should  not  be  put  on  until 
after  the  ground  has  frozen  and  field  mice  have  found  winter 
apartments  elsewhere.  Straw  and  leaves  piled  over  the  tops  of 
the  plants  have  a  tendency  to  pack  down  into  a  soggy  mass 
before  spring,  which  is  bad.  We  prefer  spruce  or  pine  branches 
to  provide  a  trap  for  snow.  These  are  not  available  to  most 
gardeners  and  are  only  of  value  where  snow  is  a  constant 
quantity.  Fibre  glass  and  rock  wool  insulation  blankets  with- 
out paper  backing,  have  proved  very  effective  at  Ottawa  in  two 
years'  trial.  These  were  wrapped  around  the  plant  and  tied 
firmly.  They  are  expensive,  however,  and  it  is  hard  to  preserve 
them  for  more  than  two  years.  This  means  about  twenty-five 
cents  per  plant  per  year  for  material  alone. 

Climbers  at  Ottawa,  even  the  hardy  rambler  type,  must  be 
taken  down  from  the  trellis,  tied  loosely  and  covered  with  some 
waterproof  roofing  or  an  inverted  trough  of  boards. 

For  our  garden  at  the  Central  Experimental  Farm  we  prefer 
''A"  shaped  wooden  covers  with  closed  ends  to  go  on  after  the 
mounding  is  done,  but  with  no  further  insulating  material. 
These  are  twelve  feet  long  and  twenty-two  inches  high  and 
cover  a  whole  row  of  six  to  nine  plants.  The  garden  is  laid  out 
accordingly  with  the  beds  6'  x  12'  or  combinations  thereof. 
The  initial  cost  is  high  but  as  they  last  an  average  of  twelve 
years,  the  storage  space  when  stacked  is  small,  and  the  labour 
of  putting  on  and  removing  takes  little  time,  they  have  proved 
efficient. 

To  control  mice  we  have  tried  various  treatments  and  repel- 
lants.  Zinc  phosphide  powder  on  cubes  of  apple  is  most  effec- 
tive for  fall  use  but  dangerous  to  the  skin  of  the  operator.  Over 
the  long  winter  we  have  found  rolled  oats  dusted  with  strych- 
nine and  placed  in  flower  pots  or  open  mouthed  tins  lying  on 
their  sides  to  be  most  effective. 

Winter  protection  is  a  chore.  For  those  who  live  farther 
north  it  is  probably  less  trouble  to  dig  up  the  bushes  each  fall 
and  "heel  them  in"  in  a  trench  or  pit  covered  with  boards  and 
straw  as  is  common  on  the  prairies.  This  seems  drastic  for 
those  of  us  who  live  in  districts  where  plants  can  grow  to  a 
large  size,  but  for  those  who  like  trying  out  new  varieties  it  is  a 
good  way  to  keep  the  collection  up-to-date  and  it  certainly 
dodges  spring  disappointment. 
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Reminiscences 

by  Archie  Selwood 

Editor's  Note: — To  exhibitors,  present  and  potential,  there  is  much  food 
for  thought  in  the  following  notes  from  the  pen  of  the  "Old  Maestro"  with 
whom  the  Editor  has  been  exchanging  correspondence  for  over  twenty  years 
although  as  yet  we  have  not  been  privileged  to  meet.  Mr.  Selwood  is 
recognized  as  an  outstanding  authority  on  Rose  culture  and  as  a  very 
successful  exhibitor.  We  are  pleased,  therefore,  to  present  this  account  of  a 
few  of  his  experiences  in  growing  and  exhibiting  Roses. 

Among  my  most  cherished  possessions  is  a  dilapidated  copy 
of  Dean  Hole's  "A  Book  about  Roses",  presented  to  my  late 
father  by  the  Dean  in  1891,  shortly  before  our  family  left 
England  for  Canada  and,  specifically,  Vancouver,  B.C.  The 
fly  leaf  is  inscribed  "Presented  to  Tom  Selwood  with  The 
Author's  Compliments".  Being  only  a  small  boy  at  the  time 
and  not  particularly  interested  in  Roses,  I  have  no  special 
recollection  of  the  Dean,  although  he  visited  our  home  more 
than  once.  I  have  much  more  vivid  memories  of  our  elderly 
village  parson,  who  wore  a  long  billy-goat  beard  and  had  a 
habit  of  continually  blowing  into  his  hands  as  though  they 
were  cold.  If  the  Dean  had  worn  a  billy-goat  beard  he  would, 
no  doubt,  have  made  more  impression  on  my  memory. 

A  normal  young  man  seldom  takes  up  rose  growing  as  a 
hobby  until  he  marries  and  has  a  home  of  his  own.  I  had,  prior 
to  1914,  grown  and  exhibited  Sweet  Peas,  Tulips,  Pansies  and 
to  a  lesser  extent,  Roses,  but  the  urge  to  specialize  in  Roses 
came  to  me  while  convalescing  in  England  from  the  effects  of 
gas  inhaled  during  the  First  World  War  and  was  brought  on 
by  the  appeal  of  the  dainty  flowers  of  the  English  Dog  Rose, 
(Rosa  Canina)  which  grew  in  great  profusion  around  the 
temporary  military  hospital  at  Orpington,  Kent. 

Returning  home  to  Vancouver  in  late  July,  1919,  I  had,  by 
January  1920,  acquired  a  wife  and  a  bungalow  on  a  corner  lot 
in  Point  Grey,  at  that  time  a  separate  municipality  adjoining 
Vancouver,  embracing  within  its  borders  the  homes  of  most  of 
the  well-to-do  residents  of  the  Greater  Vancouver  Area. 
Many  of  these  employed  highly  trained  English  and  Scottish 
gardeners  skilled  in  the  art  of  growing  and  exhibiting  Roses 
and  familiar  with  the  standard  of  excellence  attained  in  the 
great  Rose  Shows  of  the  National  Rose  Society  in  Britain. 
Their  influence  in  Rose  circles  around  Vancouver  was  very 
marked. 
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Having  decided  to  go  seriously  into  rose  growing  and  exhib- 
iting, I  did  what  every  aspiring  rose  grower  and  exhibitor 
should  do  and  consulted  the  most  successful  growers  and  exhib- 
itors, read  all  the  rose  literature  I  could  lay  my  hands  on, 
visited  the  rose  nurseries  and  large  rose  gardens  to  get  a  line  on 
the  best  varieties,  planted  a  hundred  carefully  selected  plants 
and  joined  the  progressive  Point  Grey  Horticultural  Society 
where  I  met  Professor  Frank  E.  Buck  of  the  University  of 
British  Columbia  staff,  recently  arrived  from  the  Experi- 
mental Farm,  Ottawa,  and  a  member  of  The  Rose  Society  of 
Ontario.  George  Nunn,  who  was  elected  Honorary  Director  of 
the  Ontario  Society  last  year  and  who  passed  away  later  in  the 
year,  was  also  a  member  of  the  Point  Grey  Society  and,  with 
me,  was  induced  to  join  the  Ontario  Society  by  Professor  Buck. 

My  great  plans  for  setting  the  rose  world  on  fire  as  an  exhib- 
itor had  to  be  postponed  for  a  few  years  when  the  Professor  and 
George,  taking  advantage  of  my  susceptibility  to  flattery  and 
lack  of  ability  to  say  "No"!  inveigled  me  into  accepting  the 
job  of  Hon.  Secretary  of  our  Point  Grey  Society.  I  know  of  no 
better  way  to  cramp  the  effectiveness  of  any  upstart  who 
threatens  to  be  a  dangerous  competitor  than  by  appointing 
him  to  an  official  position  such  as  Secretary  or  Show  Super- 
intendent, where  his  duties  at  Show  time  will  keep  him  fully 
occupied.  Staging  blooms  for  exhibition  is  an  exacting  business, 
expecially  where  competition  is  very  keen.  Having  good 
blooms  to  show  but  no  chance  to  show  them  placed  me  in  a 
similar  position  to  that  of  the  girl  in  the  song  who  was  "all 
dressed  up  but  no  place  to  go." 

Sensing  my  feeling  of  frustration,  George  Nunn  suggested  at 
one  of  our  shows  that  we  accept  an  invitation  to  go  to  Chilli- 
wack  Rose  Show,  to  be  held  in  conjunction  with  the  famous 
Chilliwack  Cherry  Festival,  the  following  Dominion  Day. 
Chilliwack  is  about  sixty  miles  east  of  Vancouver,  near  to 
Sardis,  where,  at  that  time,  the  H.  M.  Eddie  rose  nurseries 
were  located,  and  is  the  centre  of  activity  in  the  upper  Fraser 
Valley.  I  approved  of  the  idea  as  it  would  give  me  a  chance  to 
show  my  roses  without  the  handicap  of  responsibility  for 
conducting  the  show. 

George  secured  the  services  of  a  youth  with  a  light  truck  of 
dubious  age,  mostly  Model  -  T  Ford,  with  a  home  -  made  body 
less  than  five  feet  long  and  a  roof  not  more  than  four  feet  from 
the  floor  of  the  truck.  We  arranged  to  cut  our  blooms  and 
make  a  start  from  Vancouver  at  4  a.m.,  Dominion  Day,  which 
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should  enable  us  to  cover  the  sixty  miles  to  Chilliwack  by 
8  a.m.  and  give  us  three  hours  to  put  up  our  blooms  before 
judging  commenced  at  11  a.m.  When  the  truck  reached  my 
home  I  had  a  premonition  of  trouble  when  I  noticed  that  the 
driver  seemed  to  be  afraid  to  stop  the  engine  for  fear  it  would 
not  start  again.  There  was  room  on  the  front  seat  for  only  one 
man,  the  driver,  and  George  and  I,  each  with  three  show  boxes, 
a  large  pail  half  full  of  water  and  packed  with  rose  blooms,  and 
cartons  of  vases  and  other  containers,  had  to  crowd  into  the 
truck  and  sit  in  a  cramped  position  among  our  belongings. 
We  got  away  shortly  after  4  a.m.  and  the  truck  shuddered 
and  shimmied  at  a  maximum  speed  of  ten  miles  an  hour  on 
level  pavement,  twenty  miles  down  hill  with  the  brakes  off  and 
had  to  be  pushed  on  all  up-hill  grades.  The  hills  were  mostly  in 
our  favour  on  the  outward  journey,  but  even  so,  we  made  an 
average  of  less  than  twelve  miles  an  hour,  reaching  Chilliwack 
at  9.30  a.m.,  each  with  more  than  twenty  classes  to  set  up.  As 
it  was  very  doubtful  if  we  could  be  ready  before  11  a.m.  we 
suggested  that  we  put  up  our  blooms  as  non-competitive  dis- 
plays, but  the  committee  would  not  hear  of  this  and  gave  us 
every  assistance  to  get  our  blooms  on  the  show  benches  before 
the  deadline. 

I  was  awarded  "Best  Rose  in  the  Show"  with  "Mrs.  A.  R. 
Barraclough"  but  someone  protested  the  award  claiming  that 
the  bloom  was  incorrectly  named.  It  was  an  extremely  hot  day, 
the  mercury  climbing  to  over  100°  and  the  heat  did  strange 
things  to  the  colour  of  the  blooms.  Mr.  H.  M.  Eddie  was  one 
of  the  judges  and  although  he  ruled  that  the  bloom  was  cor- 
rectly named,  there  was  still  some  difference  of  opinion,  so  a 
committee  went  with  Mr.  Eddie  to  the  nurseries  close  by  and 
brought  back  a  few  blooms  of  Mrs.  Barraclough  to  compare 
with  my  bloom. 

In  the  meantime  the  bloom  had  been  removed  from  the  box 
of  twelve  blooms  of  which  it  formed  a  part  and  still  in  its 
metal  tube,  had  been  set  up  separately  for  display  as  the  "Best 
Rose  in  Show".  The  water  in  the  tube  either  had  evaporated 
in  the  intense  heat  or  had  been  spilled  for,  when  the  committee 
returned,  the  best  rose  was  nothing  but  a  mere  pink  wisp, 
entirely  useless  for  identification  purposes.  It  went  down  in 
the  records  as  "Mrs.  A.  R.  Barraclough",  which  it  actually 
was. 

Both  George  and  I  did  very  well  at  that  show,  but  what 
should  have  been  a  most  enjoyable  day  was  marred  by 
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thoughts  of  two  long  hills  to  be  climbed  on  the  homeward 
journey.  We  were  permitted  to  remove  our  boxes  and  vases  at 
6  p.m.  and  started  for  home.  Fortunately  a  kindly  truck  driver 
enabled  us  to  negotiate  the  first  long  hill  with  a  timely  push 
from  behind,  but  here  our  luck  ended.  Our  progress  was  so 
slow  that  by  the  time  we  reached  the  second  long  steep  hill  on 
the  main  thoroughfare  leading  from  New  Westminster  to 
Vancouver,  it  was  after  midnight,  with  little  or  no  traffic  on 
the  road  and  no  hope  of  another  helpful  push  except  such  as 
George's  130  lbs.  and  my  200  lbs.  could  furnish. 

As  I  looked  at  George  I  might  well  have  said  with  Julius 
Caesar  "Let  me  have  about  me  men  who  are  fat."  Twelve 
weary  miles  and  two  long  hours  later  we  were  home. 

The  kindness  of  the  Chilliwack  Committee  was  in  marked 
contrast  to  that  experienced  the  following  year  at  another  show 
a  few  miles  from  Vancouver.  Three  of  us  Vancouver  Rose 
exhibitors  had  been  urged  to  boost  the  show  by  staging  boxes 
of  twelve  and  six  distinct  specimen  blooms. 

Notwithstanding  that  we  had  been  specially  invited  and 
even  urged  to  show,  some  of  the  local  exhibitors  seemed  to 
resent  our  coming  and  the  atmosphere  was  very  unfriendly — 
so  much  so  that  one  of  our  number,  outwardly  unruffled,  but 
doubtless  seething  within,  calmly  removed  his  blooms  from  the 
show  boxes,  dumped  them  into  a  waste  receptacle  and  stepped 
on  them!  Among  his  blooms  was  the  most  beautiful  "Julien 
Potin"  I  have  ever  seen. 

In  1929  Point  Grey  and  other  municipalities  surrounding 
Vancouver  amalgamated  with  the  City  and  the  several  Horti- 
cultural Societies  did  likewise,  under  the  name  of  Vancouver 
Horticultural  Society.  This  relieved  me  of  my  duties  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Point  Grey  Society,  at  that  time  President  and 
Superintendent  of  Shows. 

Knowing  that  the  amalgamation  was  set  for  1929  I  had,  in 
1928,  made  preparations  for  an  attempt  to  achieve  my  fondest 
ambition,  which  was  to  win  a  beautiful  solid  silver  trophy 
donated  by  the  then  Lieut.  Governor  of  British  Columbia,  The 
Hon.  W.  C.  Nichol,  for  twenty-four  specimen  blooms,  distinct 
varieties,  shown  on  a  box,  the  trophy  to  be  won  three  times  in 
succession  before  becoming  the  property  of  the  exhibitor.  It 
had  been  impressed  upon  me  that  to  be  able  to  show  a  really 
good  twenty-four  distinct  varieties  of  specimen  blooms  at  least 
two  thousand  rose  plants  would  be  required,  but  I  had  noticed 
that  the  most  frequent  winner  of  this  class  had  not  more  than 
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three  hundred  plants.  Every  plant  was  a  good  exhibition 
variety  and  he  grew  from  eight  to  ten  of  each  of  some  thirty 
varieties.  He  also  budded  a  number  of  exhibition  varieties 
each  year  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  any  plants  showing  signs 
of  deterioration.  His  garden  was  built  up  with  large  quantities 
of  rich  clay  loam  from  his  nearby  farm  on  the  Fraser  River 
Delta.  He  kept  cows  and  was  a  firm  believer  in  liberal  use  of 
green  cow  manure,  to  which  he  gave  credit  for  the  enormous 
blooms  produced,  blooms  which,  in  the  opinion  of  many,  were 
too  large,  although  they  seemed  to  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  judges  of  that  day.  Other  exhibitors  in  this  class  had  from 
eight  hundred  to  two  thousand  plants  but  included  in  these 
were  many  not  capable  of  producing  specimen  blooms. 

Like  a  former  president  of  the  National  Rose  Society  of 
Britain  I  resolved  to  avoid  half  measures  and  accumulated  ten 
yards  of  top  spit  from  clay  loam  pasture  land  on  the  Fraser 
River  Delta  and  with  an  abundant  supply  of  well  rotted  cow 
manure,  prepared  my  rose  beds  with  the  utmost  care  and 
planted  six  plants  of  each  of  thirty  of  the  most  dependable 
exhibition  varieties.  In  addition  I  had  at  least  another  hundred 
plants  capable  of  producing  good  specimen  blooms. 

In  1930  the  trophy  which  I  had  earmarked  for  my  own  was 
up  for  competition  in  Class  1  at  the  Vancouver  Horticultural 
Society's  Rose  Show.  In  previous  years  I  had  observed  that 
practically  all  competitors  in  this  class  entered  in  other  box 
classes,  as  well  and  failed  to  adhere  to  a  maxim  respected  by 
most  veteran  exhibitors — " Never  divide  your  strength".  I 
concentrated  on  Class  1  only  and  took  plenty  of  reserve  blooms 
to  the  show.  It  is  not  always  possible  to  say  in  advance  which 
blooms  are  likely  to  require  replacing  and  for  that  reason  it  is 
advisable  to  have  reserve  blooms  available  which  are  entirely 
different  varieties  from  those  in  the  show  box,  to  avoid  danger 
of  duplication  and  consequent  disqualification,  should  replace- 
ments become  necessary.  However,  if  you  have  them,  it  is  a 
good  idea  to  take  duplicates  of  the  blooms  in  the  show  box,  cut 
a  little  on  the  young  side,  in  case  some  of  those  in  the  box 
develop  too  fast.  In  other  words  if  a  bloom  is  changed,  the 
replacement  preferably  should  be  one  of  the  same  variety,  but 
if  this  is  not  possible  it  must  be  one  which  does  not  duplicate 
any  bloom  already  in  the  box.  An  effort  should  be  made  to 
select  a  replacement  which  fits  into  the  colour  arrangement. 

I  won  rather  easily  in  1930  chiefly  because  of  the  careful 
attention  given  my  plants  and  blooms  and  the  fact  that  I  had 
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ample  reserves.  In  1931  I  won  again,  for  much  the  same 
reasons,  again  concentrating  on  Class  1  only,  while  each  of  the 
five  other  competitors  divided  his  strength  and  had  one  or  two 
rather  weak  blooms  among  his  twenty-four.  I  was  also  very 
fortunate  in  my  timing,  my  plants  being  at  the  peak  of  their 
blooming  period  on  show  day. 

The  fact  that  I  now  had  two  legs  on  the  trophy  and  needed 
only  one  more  to  win  it  outright,  stirred  things  up  quite  a  bit. 
Unless  I  won  in  1932  I  must  start  all  over  again. 

There  had  been  two  new  faces  among  the  exhibitors  in  Class 
1  in  1931  and  these  had  placed  second  and  third  among  six 
entries.  This  was  an  open  class  and  the  man  who  placed  second 
was  a  young  Hollander  who  did  landscape  work  and  grew 
around  five  thousand  rose  bushes  each  year  to  sell  to  his 
customers.  He  expressed  his  intention  of  winning  in  1932  and 
I  could  see  that  he  meant  to  try.  It  comforted  me  somewhat  to 
know  that  I  had  thirty-five  standard  briers  ready  to  be  budded 
in  July  with  buds  of  some  of  the  newer  exhibition  varieties. 

With  only  three  hundred  plants  against  five  thousand  in  the 
hands  of  a  skilled  professional  gardener  it  was  evident  that  I 
must  make  every  use  of  my  greater  experience  as  an  exhibitor 
or  be  prepared  to  take  a  licking  in  1932. 

My  plants  were  carefully  tended  and  when  spring  again 
came  around  even  more  care  than  usual  was  taken  in  pruning 
according  to  the  individual  needs  of  the  plants.  Hitherto  I  had 
not  made  use  of  liquid  manure,  preferring  to  apply  a  liberal 
dressing  of  cow  manure  in  March,  supplemented  later  by 
small  but  regular  applications  of  a  good  commercial  fertilizer, 
well  washed  in.  However,  if  the  mixture  of  manure  and  old 
soot  in  a  sack  submerged  in  a  large  barrel  of  rain  water,  or  at 
least  water  that  had  been  exposed  to  the  air  for  a  day  or  two, 
would  produce  a  liquid  that  would  benefit  my  rose  blooms, 
particularly  as  to  colour,  I  wished  my  pets  to  have  the  liquid. 
Weekly  applications  after  the  buds  showed  colour  certainly  did 
no  harm. 

Persistent  use  of  the  Dutch  hoe  and  conscientious  disbud- 
ding were  important  items  on  the  programme.  Pests  were  given 
no  chance  to  mar  the  beauty  of  foliage  or  buds  of  potential 
show  blooms.  One  beautiful  bloom  of  Mrs.  Chas.  Lamplough 
seemed  to  be  advancing  too  rapidly  and  I  shaded  it,  but  the 
bloom  stood  up  easily  for  two  days  at  the  show  and  won  "Best 
Rose  in  Show" 
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On  the  morning  of  the  show  I  set  up  my  box  of  blooms  in  our 
cool  basement,  striving  for  the  most  attractive  colour  arrange- 
ment, carefully  cleaned  the  foliage  and  discreetly  "dressed" 
any  blooms  which  I  thought  could  be  improved  by  such  treat- 
ment, then,  well  supplied  with  spares,  made  a  quick  trip  to  the 
show  by  taxi-cab.  Shortly  before  the  dead-line  I  removed  the 
lid  of  the  box,  made  sure  that  my  arrangement  of  the  blooms  as 
to  size  and  colour  was  good,  raised  the  back  of  the  box  slightly 
and  satisfied  that  there  was  nothing  more  I  could  do  to  im- 
prove the  set-up,  I  gave  the  blooms  a  misty  spray  of  clean 
water  from  my  florist's  syringe  and  felt  that  I  had  a  fine 
exhibit.  Nevertheless  I  had  that  familiar  feeling,  which  I 
believe  is  shared  by  most  exhibitors,  that  some  of  the  other 
exhibits  in  the  class  were  as  good  as,  if  not  better  than  mine. 

There  was  a  lot  of  interest  in  this  class,  which  was  looked 
upon  as  being  the  most  important  in  the  show  and  the  feeling 
among  the  rose  exhibitors  gathered  around  Class  1,  prior  to 
leaving  the  hall  when  judging  was  about  to  commence,  was 
that  the  contest  was  between  the  Hollander  and  myself,  al- 
though there  were  some  very  good  blooms  in  the  other  five 
exhibits  in  the  class.  We  learned  later  that  the  judges 
"pointed"  three  of  the  boxes  and  that  the  Hollander  and  I 
were  so  evenly  matched  that  it  was  my  "Best  Rose  in  Show" 
in  the  top  row  and  the  careful  colour  arrangement  of  my 
blooms  that  swung  the  verdict  in  my  favour.  I  can  see  the 
trophy  as  I  write  this  and  wonder  whether  I  will  ever  have  the 
heart  to  turn  it  back  into  further  competition. 

In  this  same  June  of  1932,  Col.  Hugh  A.  Rose  was  winning 
the  famous  Nicholson  Perpetual  Challenge  Bowl  at  the  show 
of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario  in  Toronto.  This  bowl  was 
presented  to  the  American  Rose  Society  by  the  late  Mr.  R.  A. 
Nicholson  of  Victoria,  B.C.  for  competition  at  shows  held  in 
conjunction  with  the  Annual  Convention  of  The  American 
Rose  Society,  which  in  1932  was  held  in  Toronto. 

Mr.  Nicholson  was  himself  a  top -flight  rose  man  who  had 
grown  roses  in  China,  British  Columbia  and  England  and  who 
had  visited  many  famous  rose  gardens  in  Australia,  France  and 
the  U.S.A. 

I  met  him  in  the  garden  of  Mr.  H.  R.  Beaven  of  Victoria 
who  also  has  passed  on  and  who  by  common  consent  was 
considered  to  be  the  best  all-round  rose  man  on  the  Pacific 
Coast.  He  seemed  to  be  able  to  grow  any  variety  well,  even 
that  in-and-outer,  "Lady  Inchiquin",  of  which  he  budded  a 
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few  plants  every  year.  He  always  insisted  on  replanting  new 
plants  at  the  very  earliest  possible  moment  after  they  were  dug 
by  the  nurseryman. 

There  were  many  fine  rose  men  in  Victoria,  including  Fred 
Taylor  who  died  July  15th,  1950.  I  sat  with  him  for  four  hours 
one  afternoon  shortly  before  he  died  and  we  talked  of  nothing 
but  roses.  He  was  Consulting  Rosarian  for  Canada,  on  the 
American  Rose  Society  Committee,  but  was  always  a  strong 
booster  for  the  National  Rose  Society  of  Britain.  His  obituary 
appeared  in  the  Nov. -Dec.  issue  of  the  A.R.S.  Rose  magazine 
in  1950  and  was  written  by  another  great  rose  man,  Fred 
Edmunds  of  Portland,  Oregon,  who  told  me  that  Fred  Taylor 
and  he  had  a  pact  whereby  the  survivor  was  to  write  the 
obituary  of  the  other.  At  the  time  of  his  death  Fred  Taylor 
was  seventy -seven  and  Fred  Edmunds,  who  is  still  going 
strong,  was  eighty.  It  is  said  that,  speaking  of  wealth,  "y°u 
can't  take  it  with  you,"  but  it  is  certain  that  the  many  great 
rosarians  who  have  left  us  have  taken  with  them  a  wealth  of 
rose  knowledge  acquired  through  many  years  of  close  observa- 
tion and  study,  while  working  among  their  roses. 

While  much  rose  lore  has  found  its  way  into  print,  no  in- 
formation gleaned  from  books  can  ever  equal  that  obtained  at 
first  hand  from  a  proven  expert  with  years  of  practical  ex- 
perience behind  him. 

When  addressing  an  audience  composed  mostly  of  experts 
the  speaker  is  on  safe  ground  if  he  deals  with  interesting  proven 
facts  discovered  as  a  result  of  careful  personal  observation. 
Many  of  the  members  of  the  audience  will  have  observed  the 
same  things  and  will  credit  the  speaker  with  being  a  man  of 
discernment,  whereas  an  audience  of  semi-beginners  who  are 
at  the  stage  where  they  are  beginning  to  think  they  know  it  all, 
can  easily  embarrass  a  speaker.  Just  a  few  weeks  ago  I  was 
talking  to  a  group  of  keen  but  rather  inexperienced  rose  en- 
thusiasts and  one  of  them  handed  up  a  list  of  twelve  bedding 
roses  which  he  asked  me  to  discuss.  Ten  were  modern  roses  and 
presented  no  difficulty  but  two  were  varieties  which  he  must 
have  dug  up  from  a  very  old  catalogue — "Niphetos",  a  Tea 
Rose  which  came  out  in  1843  and  was  once  grown  in  large 
quantities  under  glass.  The  other  was  "Roger  Lambelin"  an 
H.P.  introduced  in  1890,  semi-double,  crimson  with  a  streak  of 
white  on  each  petal,  shapeless  and  fringed  like  a  double 
petunia.  "Niphetos"  and  "Frau  Karl  Druschki"  were  the 
parents  of  "Mrs.  Herbert  Stevens",  about  which  the  Editor 
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and  I  had  a  little  discussion  once,  as  to  whether  it  is  a  Tea  as 
classified  by  the  National  Rose  Society  or  an  H.T.  as  classified 
by  the  American  Rose  Society.  Both  of  the  roses  "Niphetos" 
and  ' 'Roger  Lambelin"  had  been  grown  by  my  father  and  I  was 
familiar  with  them,  but  they  were  not  varieties  which  I  could 
advise  my  questioner  to  obtain  and  plant.  "Roger  Lambelin" 
might  be  of  interest  to  a  grower  interested  in  old  fashioned 
roses  and  with  plenty  of  room  in  his  garden.  Speaking  of  room, 
my  roses  occupy  practically  all  my  back  yard,  restricting 
clothes  line  space  to  a  minimum.  The  sun  is  shining  brightly 
and  my  wife  is  drying  some  sheets  on  the  line,  that  is,  partly  on 
the  line  and  partly  on  "Ruth  Alexander"  and  "Climbing 
Etoile  de  Hollande".  She  has  the  axe  in  her  hand  an  I  hear 
something  that  sounds  like  "blankety  roses"  so  because  of  this 
and  also  on  the  off  chance  that  someone  else  may  have  some- 
thing for  the  Year  Book  I  must  call  it  a  day  and  see  what  I  can 
do  about  that  clothes  line. 


A  Rosarian's  Reward 

by  Mrs.  J.  J.  Gallagher 

Twilight  Musings  in  the  Solitude 
of  a  Northern  Rose  Garden 

EDITOR'S  NOTE — It  seems  highly  desirable  that  we  pause 
occasionally  and  reflect  on  what  Rose  culture  does  for  us — 
and  to  us,  aside  from  gratifying  our  optical  and  olfactory 
senses.  Those  of  us  who  have  lived  in  close  association  with 
Roses  for  an  extended  period  of  time  realize  that,  aside  from 
simple  enjoyment  of  colour  and  fragrance,  we  have  derived 
other  lasting  benefits,  intangible  and  difficult  to  define.  We 
felt  that,  in  capable  hands,  this  theme  could  be  developed  with 
interest  and  profit  to  us  all  so  we  asked  Mrs.  Gallagher  to 
undertake  the  task.  It  is  with  pleasure,  therefore,  that  we 
present  hereunder  Mrs.  Gallagher's  thoughtful  response  to 
our  request. 

One  additional  "reward" — but  in  our  view  an  important 
one — might  be  added,  and  we  feel  sure  that  Mrs.  Gallagher 
will  not  take  it  amiss  if  we  mention  it  herein.  We  refer  to  the 
many  pleasant  contacts, — some  of  which  have  resulted  in 
enduring  friendships  — with  others  who  share  with  us  a  com- 
mon interest  in,  and  love  for,  the  Rose.    In  our  own  case 
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these  have  been  numerous  and  we  value  them  highly.  It 
has  also  been  convincingly  demonstrated  that  as  our  act- 
ivities on  behalf  of  the  Rose  increase,  through  this  Society 
or  its  sister  organizations  elsewhere,  so  does  the  horizon  of 
Rose  fellowship  widen.  It  keeps  us  very  busy  but  we  love 
it  and  recommend  it  as  a  producer  of  dividends  commen- 
surate with  the  investment. 

It  is  the  evening  of  a  warm  July  day,  the  sun  has  gone  from 
the  rose  garden  and  is  tinting  the  tops  of  the  tall  and  majestic 
maples,  turning  them  into  mountains  of  glory.  It  still  shines 
on  the  sandy  beach  where  the  younger  generation  will  bask  in 
its  warmth  until,  in  magnificent  gold  and  crimson,  it  sinks 
slowly  behind  the  hills. 

Tea  hour  has  come  and  gone  as  have  the  visitors  for  the  day, 
their  admiration  of  beautiful  roses,  smooth  lawns,  well  kept 
paths  and  neat  edging  kindling  in  us  a  pleasant  glow,  as 
always.  "How  beautiful,  how  very  beautiful"  everyone  had 
commented,  then  adding  "But  oh  my,  how  much  work!"  Their 
eyes  and  tones  conveyed,  in  the  language  of  today's  material 
world,  the  pointed  query  "Whatever  in  the  name  of  goodness 
do  you  get  out  of  it  except  work,  work,  work!"  What  IS  the 
reward  to  a  rose  grower  for  all  the  labor?  For  anyone  who  has 
never  grown  a  rose  garden  perhaps  it  is  difficult  to  appreciate 
the  thrill  each  morning  brings  as  one  hurries  to  the  garden 
there  to  see  the  dew  drops  on  a  newly  opened  bud,  or,  as  one 
drops  to  her  knees,  to  discover  a  tiny  new  shoot  just  breaking 
through  the  soil.  Truly,  every  hour  of  the  day  spent  in  the  rose 
garden  yields  sixty  minutes  of  ever  old  and  ever  new  enjoy- 
ment, but  particularly  do  we  treasure  this  quiet  twilight  hour 
as  we  restfully  wander  around  the  garden.  And  who  but  a 
rosarian  knows  that  the  roses  themselves  whisper  confidences 
that  in  themselves  are  the  gossamer  threads  of  which  a  rose 
gardener's  dreams  are  woven! 

Here  now  is  our  lovely  Comtesse  Vandal.  Was  ever  a  rose 
more  beautiful  with  its  heart  of  deep  salmon  pink,  so  erect  on 
its  sturdy  stem?  Surely  this  is  a  rose  that  "looks  at  God  all 
day".  It  brings  to  mind  the  blue  skies  of  sunny  Holland  with 
its  picturesque  windmills  and  winding  waterways,  in  sharp 
contrast  to  our  crowded  cities.  We  can  almost  hear  the  clop, 
clop  of  wooden  shoes  and  can  visualize  acre  upon  acre  of  rose 
nurseries,  including  the  wonderful  gardens  of  M.  Leenders  & 
Company.  What  years  of  diligent  effort  Mr.  Leenders  spent  in 
originating  this  aristocratic  rose!    But  it  has  brought  him 
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enduring  fame  for  Comtesse  Vandal  yields  its  beauty  today  in 
rose  gardens  throughout  the  world. 

And  how  we  always  love  our  big  open  Frau  Karl  Druschki 
with  its  generous,  wide  open  petals,  its  really  true  whiteness 
against  the  dark  green  of  its  foliage.  What  a  great  opulent 
bush:  no  distinct  perfume,  perhaps,  but  it  does  have  the  sweet 
freshness  of  a  warm  day  after  rain!  It  brings  right  into  one's 
garden  the  Germany  of  1901 — a  land  of  milk  and  honey,  gay 
beer  gardens,  grand  orchestral  music  and  a  happy  people  you 
will  find  wherever  there  is  true  home  life.  In  that  picture  the 
rose  grower  sees  the  late  Peter  Lambert,  originator  of  Frau 
Karl  Druschki,  a  man  of  intense  feeling  for  roses.  Whether  or 
not  rose  societies  such  as  ours  flourished  in  those  days  I  do  not 
know.  But  actually  there  was  a  very  friendly  atmosphere 
among  the  hybridizers  of  those  times.  Always,  Peter  Lambert 
was  a  leading  spirit  in  such  circles. 

And  now  come  over  here  to  see  Eclipse,  though  that  is 
hardly  the  name  for  this  bright  yellow  rose  of  the  late  Dr. 
Nicolas.  It  was  so  named,  you  will  recall,  because  it  first  came 
to  light  on  that  August  day  of  the  total  eclipse  of  the  sun  in 
1932.  I  am  always  a  little  afraid,  as  I  kneel  and  putter  around 
this  rose,  that  the  Doctor  will  surprise  me,  demanding  what 
kind  of  soil  it  is  I  am  working  in.  "Maybe  somewhat  on  the 
acid  side,  but  certainly  not  alkaline",  I  might  murmur.  He 
liked  a  neutral  soil  and  not  too  much  manure,  especially 
around  new  plantings.  How  he  loved  an  argument,  and  what 
a  constant  delight  he  is  in  his  books!  His  "A  Rose  Odyssey" 
brightens  the  dullest  winter  day  as  the  reader  skips  from  one 
rose  country  to  another.  His  keen  sense  of  humor  goes  a  long 
way  toward  making  each  journey  a  vivid  pleasure.  Reading 
the  good  Doctor's  books  brings  home  to  one  the  special  reward 
we  may  sometimes  overlook,  that  is  the  enjoyment  to  be  found 
in  reading  of  the  experiences  of  others.  It  is  interesting,  inspir- 
ing and  certainly  most  beneficial  to  read,  compare  and  mingle 
the  experiences  of  others  with  our  own. 

Inevitably,  one  great  name  suggests  another  and  right  here 
we  have  Mrs.  Sam  McGredy.  What  an  extraordinary  popu- 
larity she  has  won  for  herself!  Not  a  modern  rose,  of  course, 
because  she  dates  back  to  1929,  but  year  after  year  she  wins 
more  and  more  new  friends.  From  a  distance  many  bushes  of 
this  scarlet,  coppery -orange  rose  posed  against  the  long  grey 
fence  suggest  a  naming  sunset  over  hazy  Irish  hills.  Her  new 
foliage  is  a  poem  in  itself  and  if  she  does  sometimes  have  a  weak 
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stem  or  a  nodding  neck,  sure  then  she  must  be  grieving  for 
Sam  III!  Wasn't  he  the  grand  upstanding  young  man  with  a 
heart  of  gold  and  a  smile  of  irresistible  Irish  charm?  His 
specialty  lay  in  hybridizing.  Unfortunately  for  the  rose  world 
he  was  loaned  to  it  for  but  a  brief  spell,  the  Master  Gardener 
having  plans  of  His  own.  One  cannot  but  pause  to  appreciate 
how  the  house  of  McGredy  has  taken  over  much  of  our  gar- 
dens. How  lonely  our  gardens  would  be  without  their  numerous 
creations ! 

Now  step  over  here  with  me  to  see  the  darling  of  the  Rose 
Garden — Crimson  Glory!  What  a  long  reign  she  has  enjoyed 
as  Queen  of  the  roses !  What  beautiful  long  buds  of  deep  red 
and  exquisitely  opening  petals.  Even  from  afar  the  allure  of 
her  fragrant  scent  irresistibly  draws  us  to  her  as  the  very  heart 
of  the  rose  garden.  Of  all  our  roses,  Crimson  Glory,  more  than 
any  other  seems  to  have  dipped  into  the  very  heart  of  Nature 
for  her  sweetest  perfume,  the  essence  of  warm  spring  sunshine, 
fairy  blue  clouds  and  the  lullabies  of  a  warm  summer's  day. 
William  Kordes,  originator  of  Crimson  Glory  lives  in  a 
Germany  very  different  to  that  of  Peter  Lambert.  While  his 
trophy  room  may  be  filled  with  the  rewards  of  rose  growing 
over  the  years,  one  imagines  his  heart  is  cut  in  two  like  his 
Germany  of  today.  Of  him,  as  of  all  great  hybridizers,  it  can 
be  said  that  the  winning  of  trophies  is  only  incidental.  What 
inspires  them  is  doing  their  daily  work,  passing  on  their  vast 
store  of  knowledge  and  experience  so  that  to  one  strain  may  be 
added  another  and  better  one.  With  money  problems  and  a  so 
uncertain  future  the  rose-loving  German  people  must  find  it 
difficult  to  put  their  hearts  into  rose  cultivation  today. 

Paradoxically,  perhaps,  we  come  to  Peace,  which  we  all 
agree,  is  a  controversial  rose.  Some  favor  it,  others  do  not.  In 
a  garden  as  far  north  as  this  one,  Peace  receives  an  enthusiastic 
welcome.  It  does  brighten  the  garden  so  with  its  beautiful 
yellow  blooms  tinged  with  red.  Its  glossy  leaves  never  harbor 
block  spot  and  it  grows  and  grows!  This  really  is  a  "rose  as  is 
a  rose".  To  me  it  has  seemed  that  Francis  Meilland,  its  origin- 
ator, has  introduced  a  new  strain  and  one  of  great  hardiness. 
It  wins  first  place  in  many  shows,  perhaps  in  large  measure 
because  it  arrives  in  good  form  and  so  remains  for  days  at  a 
time.  It  is  a  wonderful  accomplishment  to  create  a  rose  that 
pleases  so  many. 

And  here  is  The  Doctor.  Not  the  originator  nor  the  country 
of  the  originator  comes  to  mind  but  rather  the  grand  old  man 
himself,  Dr.  Horace  McFarland,  for  whom  this  rose  was 
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named.  There  was  little  need,  actually,  to  name  a  rose  for  him. 
His  enduring  great  love  of  the  rose  and  his  keen  desire  to  make 
it  more  widely  known  and  loved  by  all  has,  in  a  way,  made  a 
shrine  in  our  hearts  for  him.  His  beautiful  gardens  at  Breeze 
Hill  have  become  a  mecca  for  rose  lovers  from  far  and  near.  , 

In  my  garden  The  Doctor  blooms  rarely,  but  the  surpassing 
beauty  of  each  bloom,  the  silver  sheen  of  delightful  pink  petal 
upon  pink  petal  makes  me  think  of  a  gay  young  debutante 
ready  to  run  off  to  dance  and  dance  in  her  yards  of  pink  tulle. 

Thinking  of  great  names  in  the  rose  world  brings  to  one's 
mind  a  Canadian  of  whom  we  may  be  very  proud — H.  M. 
Eddie  of  Vancouver.  We  love  his  roses,  but  do  we  ever  stop  to 
consider  how  much  this  rose -loving  Canadian  is  contributing 
to  the  rose  world  at  large?  In  the  early  30's  he  worked  for 
years  to  breed  a  hardy  rose  possessing  the  desirable  qualities  of 
the  best  hybrid  teas.  What  resource  and  patience  he  devoted 
to  the  task — and  what  frustrations  and  disappointments  he 
took  in  his  stride !  But  he  never  gives  up  and  even  now  is  work- 
ing on  new  angles  though  confining  his  efforts  mainly  to  hybrid 
teas.  What  a  lovely  rose  was  Royal  Visit,  first  offered  at  the 
time  of  the  visit  of  the  King  and  Queen  in  1939.  And  then  he 
introduced  Mrs.  H.  M.  Eddie,  a  nearly  white  rose  of  perfect 
form  which  won  first  at  shows  in  as  widely  scattered  places  as 
Australia,  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  as  well  as  in 
Canada.  And  look  at  the  newer  Gordon  Eddie,  of  which  I  am 
very  proud.  Isn't  it  a  vigorous  growing  plant  with  its  large 
glossy  leaves,  and  how  distinctive  are  these  large  blooms  in 
their  rich  orange-apricot  color!  Gordon  Eddie  won  the  premier 
award  and  gold  medal  in  England  in  1949  in  competition  with 
the  best  all  the  world  had  to  offer.  Let  us  thankfully  acknow- 
ledge the  constructive  work  of  this  distinguished  Canadian 
rose  grower  whose  creations  are  adding  to  the  fame  of  Canada 
as  a  rose  growing  nation. 

Maybe  we  small  rose  growers  may  be  permitted  to  share  in 
some  small  measure  in  the  sentiments  of  all  these  famous 
hybridizers.  With  spade  and  hoe  and  dust  gun  we  take  their 
roses,  plant  them  and  tenderly  hover  over  them  day  after  day. 
Then  comes  the  day  when  the  garden  is  a  riot  of  blooms  and  we 
sit  in  the  rose  arbor,  hands  quiet  at  last,  minds  relaxed  as  we 
drink  in  the  beauty  of  our  roses  with  their  exquisitely  rich 
perfumes.  Our  reward  for  months  of  toil  and  worry  comes  to 
us  as  we  look  over  this  small  patch  of  everyday  earth  that  we 
have  turned  into  a  little  bit  of  Heaven. 
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The  Art  of 
Flower  Arrangement 

Most  Especially  Composed  and  Written  for  Rosarians 
by  Mrs.  J.  R.  M.  Wilson 

EDITOR'S  NOTE — Mrs.  Wilson,  who  is  a  widely  recognized 
authority  on  the  subject  of  floral  arrangements,  has  assisted 
in  the  judging  of  the  Decorative  Classes  at  our  Rose  Shows 
for  the  past  several  years,  and  we  deeply  appreciate  her  in- 
formative comments  on  the  subject  although  we  strongly 
suspect  that  we  are  the  target  for  the  shafts  embodied  in  the 
third  paragraph  thereof.  A  "purisfs"  lot  is  not  a  happy  one! 

Flower  arrangement  to  the  poor,  beknighted  average  world 
usually  means  the  arrangement  of  any,  and  sometimes  many 
flowers.  But  flower  arrangement  to  that  most  blessed  among 
gardeners,  the  rosarian,  means  rose  arrangement,  and  even 
then  less  "arrangement"  than  rose. 

There  is  much,  though,  that  the  new  art  and  practice  of 
flower  arrangement  as  it  has  developed  in  the  United  States  in 
the  last  twenty  years,  and  in  Canada  in  the  last  five,  can  teach 
rose  growers,  whether  they  are  gathering  roses  for  a  tea  table 
at  home,  or  to  exhibit  in  a  decorative  class  at  a  show.  Even  the 
most  beautiful  roses  are  lovelier  when  they  are  properly  con- 
ditioned, arranged  in  a  harmonious  and  complimentary  con- 
tainer, and  with  a  well-executed  and  artistic  plan  of  design. 

For  those  infidels,  those  traitors,  those  less-than-men,  in 
whose  veins  runs  not  blood,  but  a  weak  soap  solution  of  Black 
Leaf  40,  those  upstarts  who  not  only  condone,  but  encourage 
the  making  of  arrangements  of  roses  with  other  flowers  and 
leaves,  there  is  an  even  wider  range  of  permutations  and  com- 
binations of  color  and  shape  and  form  for  their  arrangements. 
Sometimes,  the  contrast  of  roses  to  other  flowers  in  a  mixed 
bouquet  adds  to  the  total  beauty. 

Whether  you  are  the  man  who  likes  his  roses  by  themselves 
or  you  are  the  man  who  likes  them  with  company,  matters  not 
The  principles  of  good  flower  arranging  practice  apply  to  both 

All  fresh  material  responds  to  a  few  rules  for  the  treatment 
and  handling  of  it.  Garden  and  field  flowers  (as  opposed  to 
greenhouse  stock)  should  be  cut  in  the  cool  of  the  day,  either 
morning  or  evening,  with  a  slanting  cut  of  a  good  sharp  knife — 
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never  scissors  or  shears,  for  these  would  squeeze  and  block 
those  cells  at  the  base  of  the  stem  which  must  be  the  first  canals 
for  water  to  rise  in.  In  woody-stemmed  flowers  like  the  rose,  it 
is  an  extra  help  to  scrape  the  bottom  two  inches  of  the  stem  or 
to  bruise  it  to  soften  the  cells  which  take  up  the  water.  Then 
the  whole  stem  should  be  plunged  up  to  the  neck  of  the  flower 
in  cool  water  for  a  few  hours — even  overnight  is  not  too  long. 

This  treatment  will  lengthen  the  life  of  flowers  that  are  going 
to  be  used  in  the  house,  and  it  is  absolutely  essential  treatment 
for  flowers  to  be  used  in  a  show.  Many  a  potential  first-ribbon 
arrangement  has  gone  unrewarded  because  the  arranger  did 
not  harden  his  material,  and  it  wilted  before  the  judge  saw  it. 

There  are  two  exceptions  among  the  material  frequently 
used  with  roses,  to  this  rule  of  up-to-the-neck-in-cool-water. 
Ferns  should  be  soaked  under  water  for  twenty-four  hours 
before  they  are  used,  and  then  if  possible,  so  placed  in  the 
arrangement  that  some  of  the  low  leafy  part  as  well  as  the 
bruised  stem,  is  in  the  water  in  the  container.  Coleus,  which  in 
its  dark  shades  adds  so  much  to  pink  and  red  rose  arrange- 
ments, should  always  be  hardened  with  its  root  on  and  in  luke- 
warm water.  Thrifty  souls  have  even  been  known  to  wrap  a 
favorite  coleus,  earth,  root  and  all,  in  waterproof  paper  or 
metal  foil  to  use  in  an  arrangement,  and  then  repot  it 
afterwards  for  another  day. 

Those  who  recommend  that  certain  tablets  or  powders  be 
added  to  the  water  to  keep  flowers  fresh  longer  are  worth 
listening  to,  especially  when  preparing  exhibits  for  shows. 

When  roses  come  not  from  the  garden,  but  from  the  florist, 
it  is  wise  to  take  time  to  harden  them  too — providing  they 
have  not  come  a  day  late  for  an  anniversary  to  start  with.  If 
they  have  come  late,  expediency  and  marital  bliss  dictate  the 
immediate  use  of  the  material  even  if  it  dies  with  the  morrow's 
morning  light.  However  if  it  comes  on  the  right  day,  or  even 
a  day  early,  a  few  hours  of  hardening  will  certainly  repay  the 
trouble  with  extra  days  of  pleasure. 

The  days  when  roses  and  other  flowers  of  equal  elegance 
were  arranged  only  in  silver  or  crystal  are  over.  This  has 
chiefly  come  about  because  other  kinds  of  containers  have 
become  so  beautiful  in  color,  texture  and  glaze,  that  they  are 
now  equally  suitable.  There  is  no  doubt  also,  that  everything 
in  our  lives  is  more  informal.  The  hands  that  arrange  the  roses 
are  also  the  hands  that  would  have  to  clean  the  silver  and  make 
the  crystal  gleam.  There  is  seldom  time  for  both,  so  the  silver 
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and  crystal  are  replaced  by  pottery.  It  is  a  far,  far  better  thing 
to  squash  a  chafer  than  to  polish  a  winecooler  if  comparative 
value  of  work,  and  the  dignity  of  constructive  human  achieve- 
ment are  to  be  considered. 

There  is  really  no  limit  to  the  shape  of  the  container  that  can 
be  used  for  arrangements  with  roses.  Rather  the  place  in  which 
the  arrangement  will  sit,  the  design,  or  sometimes  the  color  of 
the  flowers,  is  the  point  from  which  to  start.  Our  illustrations 
show  this — the  low  arrangement  of  Madame  Butterfly  roses  is 
in  a  flat  turquoise  dish  that  leaves  some  of  the  water  visible — 
all  planned  for  a  luncheon  table  on  a  warm  June  day.  The  dish 
is  inexpensive  and  could  as  easily  be  a  low  salad  or  relish  plate 
in  a  color  that  matches  or  mates  the  dishes  which  will  be  used 
for  the  party. 


If  the  design  of  the  arrangement  is  the  starting  point,  as  it 
was  in  a  show  class  that  called  for  a  crescent  arrangement,  then 
it  will  be  the  shape  that  will  decide  which  container  should  be 
used.  Our  second  illustration  shows  a  crescent  arrangement  of 
Scotch  broom  and  Talisman  roses  in  a  pewter-washed  copper 
bowl.  The  tawny  shades  in  the  roses  pick  up  the  copper  in  the 
bowl,  and  the  crescent  of  the  broom  is  repeated  in  the  curve  of 
the  bowl. 
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The  third  illustration  shows  the  happy  result  of  a  soft  pink 
rose,  deep  purple  pansies  and  white  lily-of-the-valley,  setting 
the  theme  for  the  use  of  the  lovely  old  sugar  bowl  with  its 
pattern  of  purple,  pink  and  white.  Here  the  color  of  the  flowers 
was  the  starting  point. 

It  is  even  possible  to  make  an  arrangement  of  roses  in  a 
modern  container  with  severe,  bold  lines.  Possible,  but  let's 
not. 

It  is  possible,  too,  to  be  both  original  and  distinctive  in  an 
arrangement  of  roses.  These  are  two  classifications  which  get 
special  marks  in  any  scoring  of  decorative  classes  in  a  show. 
The  sweepstake  award  of  the  Garden  Club  Show  at  the  Royal 
Winter  Fair  this  past  year  went  to  an  arrangement  which  had 
both  originality  and  distinction.  A  severely  pruned  and  angular 
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branch  of  hydrangea  vine  led  the  eye  into  a  burst  of  yellow 
Cavalier  and  Orange  Delight  roses,  and  the  rim  of  the  con- 
tainer was  softened  with  brown  beech  leaves.  The  container 
was  an  old  iron  stove  top  on  a  small  wooden  pedestal,  both 
painted  a  lovely,  dirty  shade  of  chartreuse  with  poster  paint. 
It  is  always  possible  to  achieve  a  temporarily  harmonious  color 
on  your  container  for  a  special  class  in  a  show,  by  using  poster 
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paint.  But  be  wary  for  it  will  mark  if  any  water  gets  spilled  on 
it  in  the  process  of  setting  the  arrangement  in  place. 

A  sense  of  design  is  something  that  a  fortunate  few  have 
instinctively,  but  many  more  develop  for  themselves  by  the 
most  careful  and  critical  observation,  followed  by  equally 
careful  and  self-critical  experimentation. 

A  study  of  photographs  of  well  designed  arrangements  in 
magazines  and  books  will  bring  rich  rewards — there  are  in 
particular  excellent  books  illustrating  the  different  techniques 
of  design  in  modern  flower  arranging  in  the  lists  of  American 
publishers.  Many  of  these  are  available  at  good  bookstores  and 
the  public  libraries.  There  is  no  excuse  for  any  exhibitor  at  a 
rose  show  making  a  poorly  designed  or  dull  arrangement, 
except  laziness  or  cussedness,  and  these  traits,  in  rose  shows, 
as  well  as  in  life,  are  seldom  rewarded. 

Committees  responsible  for  the  staging  of  decorative  classes 
for  our  rose  shows  across  the  country  often  overlook  the  point 
that  the  decorative  classes  need  a  special  setting  to  bring  out 
the  full  beauty  of  each  arrangement. 

This  means  that  each  arrangement  should  have  a  niche  or 
small  alcove  to  itself.  It  should  be  well  lighted.  The  back- 
ground should  be  plain  and  of  a  complimentary  color.  As  far 
as  possible  the  arrangement  should  be  mounted  at  the  proper 
height  for  its  class.  For  instance,  mantel  arrangements  should 
be  shown  at  mantel  height  and  be  one-sided;  tea  tables  should 
be  on  individual  small  tables  so  as  not  to  take  up  too  much 
floor  space,  and  be  judged  from  the  all-around  view. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  presentations  like  this  in  our  rose 
shows  would  add  to  the  numbers  of  those  who  attend.  So 
many  of  the  general  public  come  to  the  shows  thinking  that 
they  could  never  grow  a  prize-winning  specimen  rose,  but 
practically  everybody  thinks  he  or  she  can  make  an  arrange- 
ment that  could  be  exhibited.  This  is  particularly  true  if  the 
schedule  of  the  shows  includes  arrangements  of  other  flowers 
and  foliage  with  the  rose  as  accent,  for  even  the  person  with 
only  a  few  blooms  has  a  chance  to  compete  then. 

A  study  of  this  fascinating  new  art  of  flower  arrangement 
can  be  an  all  the  year  round  pleasure.  To  the  gardener,  and 
particularly  to  the  rosarian,  who  seems  to  feel  the  poetry  and 
music  of  his  flowers  as  well  as  their  fragrance  and  beauty,  it  is 
a  further  delight  to  see  them  artistically  arranged. 
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Roses  in  the  Capital  City 

by  C.  Allen  Snowdon 

When  we  moved  from  Toronto  to  Ottawa  in  1950  we  set 
about  making  a  new  rose  garden.  Owing  to  the  way  our  new 
house  was  set  on  the  lot  we  were  obliged  to  put  the  beds  of 
Hybrid  Teas  on  the  front  lawn.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  shade 
from  some  elm  trees  across  the  way  but  not  enough  to  affect 
the  roses  in  any  way.  Indeed,  in  the  fierce  heat  of  the  Ottawa 
summer  the  shade  was  probably  an  advantage. 

The  expanse  of  lawn  lay  before  us,  and  for  the  first  time  we 
had  a  free  hand  to  say  what  size  and  shape  the  beds  would  be 
and  where  they  would  be  placed  on  the  lawn.  We  pored 
through  many  rose  books  and  rose  annuals  but  found  nothing 
that  seemed  suitable,  and  so  finally  determined  to  go  quite 
simple  and  to  have  eight  oblong  beds  in  two  rows  across  the 
front  of  the  property  with  varying  widths  of  grass  between  the 
lengths  of  the  beds. 

We  decided  on  close  planting  so  the  beds  were  cut  5'  3"  x 
10'  6",  with  thirty -two  roses  in  each  bed  15"  apart.  (This 
worked  out  well.  The  squattier  varieties  like  Crimson  Glory 
completely  concealed  the  ground,  and  the  taller  had  the  same 
effect  only  higher  up.) 

When  in  the  fall  of  1950  we  started  to  dig  the  beds,  we  found 
to  our  chagrin  that  the  soil  around  the  house  was  pure  sand. 
This  would  have  to  be  removed  in  its  entirety,  so  once  again  we 
had  a  free  hand  to  decide  how  deep  we  would  make  the  beds 
and  what  we  would  put  into  them.  Having  read  Mrs.  Foote's 
practical  and  rule-of- thumb  Rose  book  and  having  seen  the 
results  of  her  methods  in  two  gardens  near  Boston,  it  was 
decided  to  follow  her  basic  rule  of  deep  digging.  We  had  had 
experience  of  rose  beds  deteriorating  after  a  certain  number  of 
years,  (some  English  authorities  claim  a  bed  should  be  changed 
to  the  space  alongside  it  every  ten  years),  so  we  determined  to 
postpone  that  deterioration  for  as  long  as  possible,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  provide  for  summer  drought  and  also  fall  and  spring 
overflow.  Our  land  is  low-lying  at  the  bottom  of  a  slope  and 
the  rains  and  melting  snow  from  the  land  above  flow  into  it, 
so  accordingly,  following  the  Foote  method  we  had  the  sand 
dug  out  to  a  depth  of  3'.  When  the  oblong  holes  were  dug  the 
neighbours  all  snickered  at  the  "Snowdon  Family  Graveyard". 
Three  feet  is  a  very  deep  hole.  Excellent  topsoil  of  good  loam 
was  available  as  well  as  three-year  old  cow  manure.  The  sods 
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were  placed  upside  down  in  the  bottom  of  the  holes  and  then 
alternate  layers  6"  deep  of  cow  manure  and  loam  were  well 
forked  in  and  tramped  with  about  a  foot  of  loam  on  the  top 
with  which  was  mixed  a  scattering  of  bonemeal.  The  finished 
level  of  the  soil  was  about  4"  above  the  land  and  the  beds  were 
left  to  settle  during  the  winter  of  1950-1951. 

During  the  fall  we  spent  several  pleasant  weeks  with  the  rose 
catalogues  to  decide  which  varieties  to  plant  in  the  beds.  It  is 
customary,  of  course,  in  formal  rose  gardens  to  fill  each  bed 
with  only  one  variety  for  the  mass  effect.  However,  we  are  too 
fond  of  too  many  varieties  to  limit  ourselves  to  eight,  (the 
number  of  our  beds),  and  besides  we  like  to  experiment  with 
new  introductions,  so  it  was  decided  to  forego  the  even  mass 
effect  and  really  enjoy  ourselves.  There  are  a  few  varieties  of 
which  we  are  particularly  fond  so  we  planted  sixteen  of  these 
in  the  front  half  of  five  of  the  beds.  Our  favourites  were  Angels 
Mateu,  Peace,  Comtesse  Vandal,  Crimson  Glory,  and  Ena 
Harkness. 

In  the  rear  half  of  most  of  these  special  beds  we  planted  four 
each  of  four  varieties  of  a  similar  colour  to  those  in  the  front. 
Other  beds  were  planted  with  pinks  or  with  yellows.  We  also 
had  some  mixed  beds  of  whites,  and  singles  such  as  Irish  Fire- 
flame,  Innocence,  K  of  K,  and  Dainty  Bess,  as  well  as  Poulsen 
type  Hybrid  Polyanthas.  There  were  altogether  about  sixty 
varieties  in  the  eight  beds,  a  combination  of  the  tried  and  true 
and  of  some  of  the  new  introductions. 

In  my  previous  rose  beds  we  had  staggered  the  rose  bushes, 
but  this  time  we  planted  them  in  rows  opposite  one  another. 
The  close  planting  prevented  the  row  formation  from  being 
visible  and  the  ease  of  sliding  the  Dutch  hoe  first  lengthwise, 
then  crosswise,  through  the  beds  was  a  revelation.  All  eight 
beds  could  be  cultivated  in  no  time  at  all,  and  so  the  soil  was 
kept  open  and  the  weeds  kept  down  far  better  than  ever  before. 

Roses  from  Northern  Ireland  on  Canina,  the  dog  briar,  were 
used  as  we  have  found  them  hardier  and  longer-lived  than 
those  on  other  stocks. 

Thanks  to  the  new  soil  and  copious  rain  from  April  to 
October,  the  growth  of  the  roses  was  quite  astonishing.  Each 
variety  bloomed  in  regular  succession  and  as  many  had  longer 
or  shorter  intervals  our  beds  showed  continuous  colour  from 
the  first  burst  which  started  in  June  until  the  middle  of 
October. 

We  added  no  fertilizer  of  any  kind  during  the  season  and 
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only  twice  was  it  necessary  to  water,  this  being  done  with  a 
canvas  hose  dripping  into  each  bed  for  three  or  four  hours. 
There  were  often  500 — 600  blooms  at  one  time  and  our  favour- 
ites, Peace,  Comtesse  Vandal,  Angels  Mateu  and  Crimson 
Glory  were  more  prolific  than  many  of  the  newer  varieties. 
Ena  Harkness  was  not  so  good  but  may  improve  next  year. 
The  rose  "Peace"  with  many  more  petals  seemed  to  have  as 
many  flowers  as  its  neighbour  Comtesse  Vandal  which  is  in- 
clined to  be  thin,  and  which  in  the  great  heat  of  last  summer 
opened  too  quickly.  The  Comtesse  was  hardy  with  us  in 
Toronto  for  years  but  now  I  am  told  that  it  may  not  stand  this 
climate  so  I  am  providing  a  replacement.  The  single  Hybrid 
Teas  had  a  lot  of  blooms,  but  in  the  fierce  Ottawa  summer  heat 
they  did  not  last  any  time,  so  they  will  be  replaced. 

From  early  spring  until  colour  showed  we  dusted  with 
Massey  dust,  (sulphur  and  lead  arsenate),  and  occasionally 
thereafter  with  Triogen.  In  spite  of  almost  continual  rain 
throughout  the  summer  there  was  little  or  no  blackspot  except 
with  a  few  varieties  such  as  Golden  Dawn,  McGredy's  Yellow, 
McGredy's  Ivory,  Misty  Morn,  Mme.  J.  Perraud,  and  Mme. 
H.  Guillot.  The  lack  of  blackspot  may  perhaps  be  attributed 
to  virgin  soil  and  new  plants.  In  the  early  fall  the  rain  resulted 
in  a  good  deal  of  mildew. 

So  far  we  have  dealt  only  with  our  decorative  Hybrid  Tea 
rose  beds  on  the  front  lawn  which  deserve,  and  receive,  most 
of  the  attention.  Although  shrubbery  roses  provide  a  burst  of 
bloom  in  the  spring  unequalled  by  few  other  shrubs,  they  are 
little  used  around  here  for  this  purpose  and  we  therefore  deter- 
mined to  create  a  shrubbery  at  the  rear  of  the  property  where 
we  have  planted  such  roses  as  Hugonis,  Xanthina,  Mme. 
Plantier,  Maiden's  Blush,  Stanwell  Perpetual,  Harison's 
Yellow,  Gruss  an  Teplitz,  as  well  as  various  Hybrid  Rugosas 
such  as  Conrad  Ferdinand  Meyer,  Nova  Zembla,  Scabrata, 
Rose  a  parfum  de  l'Hay,  Blanc  Double  de  Coubert,  and  Belle 
Etoile.  In  front  of  these  we  planted  the  few  Hybrid  Perpetuals 
we  could  find  in  the  catalogues  such  as  George  Arends,  Henry 
Nevard,  Frau  Karl  Druschki,  Paul  Neyron,  Ulrich  Brunner, 
Mrs.  John  Laing,  George  Dickson,  Capt.  Hayward,  and 
Magna  Charta.  These  will  be  grown  as  shrubs  letting  the  frost 
do  the  pruning.  The  virtual  disappearance  of  these  fine  roses 
is  extraordinary  considering  their  dominating  position  at  the 
turn  of  the  century.  The  Experimental  Farm  here  has  a  large 
area  devoted  to  these  old  favourites  and  the  showing  they 
made  last  spring  put  the  Hybrid  Teas  in  the  adjoining  garden  in 
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the  shade.  Of  course  they  do  not  repeat  like  the  Hybrid  Teas, 
but  as  a  background  or  in  the  shrubbery  the  display  of  upstand- 
ing bloom  is  breathtaking. 

The  third  thing  we  did  with  roses  in  our  garden  was  to  see 
how  they  would  do  in  a  perennial  border.  We  planted  such  a 
border  in  front  of  the  house  and  in  the  centre  of  this  placed  1 5 
plants  of  Fashion,  H.  Poly.,  close  together.  While  the  lilies  and 
delphiniums  and  phlox  and  crysanthemums  were  coming  and 
going,  the  roses  bloomed  all  summer,  giving  a  notable  shot  of 
colour  right  under  the  living  room  window. 

When  we  first  came  to  Ottawa  many  people  told  us  the 
climate  was  too  severe  for  Hybrid  Tea  roses  and  that  we  would 
lose  half  our  planting.  However,  after  seeing  the  extensive 
beds  at  the  Experimental  farm  we  decided  to  take  our  chance. 
The  roses  have  been  hilled  up  with  soil  brought  in  from  outside 
and  when  frozen  the  beds  were  covered  with  a  foot  of  straw  and 
Christmas  tree  boughs  on  top  of  that  to  keep  the  snow  there 
and  prevent  the  alternate  freezing  and  thawing  which  occurs 
in  the  spring.  The  Experimental  Farm  method  of  winter 
covering  consists  of  placing  boards  around  the  four  sides  of 
each  bed  filling  up  with  earth  and  then  putting  a  lean-to  roof 
on  the  boards,  open  at  one  end.  This  lets  air  in  but  prevents 
the  canes  from  drying  out. 

The  above  refers  to  Hybrid  Teas  and  Polyanthas.  The 
shrubbery  roses  got  no  protection  but  our  Hybrid  Perpetuals 
have  been  well  hilled  up  with  soil. 

And  so,  with  regard  to  our  Hybrid  Teas,  having  taken  every 
precaution  we  could  think  of : 

a.  Beds  dug  three  feet  deep 

b.  Roses  on  canina  roots 

c.  Bushes  well  hilled  up  with  soil,  covered  with  straw 
and  evergreens  on  top  so  that  they  are  well  insu- 
lated against  cold  as  well  as  heat; 

we  look  forward  with  keen  anticipation  to  see  what  the  spring 
of  1952  will  bring  forth. 
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Some  Reeent  Books 

by  The  Editor 

1.  Better  Roses — by  A.  S.  Thomas 

The  reputation  of  Dr.  Thomas  as  an  exceedingly  competent 
authority  on  all  phases  of  Rose  culture  is  not  confined  to  his 
native  Australia  but  extends  throughout  the  English-speaking 
world.  He  is  a  Past  President  of  The  National  Rose  Society  of 
Victoria  (Australia)  and  has  been  for  many  years  a  successful 
exhibitor  at  the  Rose  Shows  of  that  fine  organization.  He  has 
also  been  a  frequent  contributor  to  The  Australian  Rose 
Annual,  published  at  Melbourne. 

Better  Roses  is  a  very  comprehensive  work  and  will  prove 
valuable  to  both  inexperienced  growers  and  to  those  more  ad- 
vanced. Although  written  primarily  for  Australian  readers  the 
major  portion  of  the  practices  recommended  have  universal 
application  and  we  consider  this  book  a  valuable  contribution 
to  Rose  literature.  Outside  Australia  it  is  obtainable  from 
Angus  &  Robertson,  Limited,  48  Bloomsbury  Street,  London, 
W.C.  1,  England,  and  enquiries  should  be  directed  through 
your  local  bookseller.  The  Australian  price  is  19/6  but  as  our 
copy  was  sent  as  a  gift  we  are  unable  to  quote  the  exact  price  in 
Canadian  currency  although  we  would  estimate  it  at  approxi- 
mately $3.25. 

2.  Anyone  Can  Grow  Roses — by  Cynthia  Westcott 

Widely  known  as  "The  Plant  Doctor",  Dr.  Westcott  is  an 
eminent  Plant  Pathologist  and  the  author  of  a  number  of 
valuable  works  dealing  principally  with  the  control  of  diseases 
and  insect  enemies  of  Roses  and  other  plants  and  trees.  The 
volume  under  review  will  be  exceedingly  helpful  to  novices  and 
growers  with  limited  experience,  and  it  covers  a  wide  range  of 
problems  connected  with  Rose  culture,  special  attention  being 
paid,  of  course,  to  enemies  of  the  Rose.  Written  in  Dr. 
Westcott's  easy,  entertaining,  non-technical  style  this  practi- 
cal work  carries  our  recommendation.  It  is  being  distributed  in 
Canada  by  D.  Van  Nostrand  (Canada),  Limited,  228  Bloor 
Street  West,  Toronto,  and  the  price  is  $2.75. 

3.  The  Book  of  The  Rose — by  George  M.  Taylor 

A  veteran  Scottish  Rosarian,  Mr.  Taylor  for  many  years  has 
been  acknowledged  to  be  one  of  the  foremost  world  authorities 
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on  the  Rose  and  its  culture  and  is  the  author  of  two  previous 
books  dealing  therewith.  His  most  recent  work,  possibly,  is 
most  valuable  to  the  serious  student  of  Rose  history  and  to 
those  gardeners  who  have  advanced  well  beyond  the  novice 
stage.  The  author  devotes  considerable  space  to  the  species 
rosa  and  to  the  history,  development  and  classification  of  the 
various  types,  tracing  progress  step  by  step  down  through  the 
centuries,  and  his  many  years  of  experience  and  research  have 
rendered  him  highly  qualified  for  this  task.  Adaptability  and 
propagation  methods  are  also  discussed  as  well  as  the  respec- 
tive merits  of  various  understocks.  The  book  is  profusely 
illustrated  and  we  found  it  both  interesting  and  informative. 
It  is  published  by  Winchester  Publications,  Limited,  16 
Maddox  Street,  London,  W.  1,  England,  and  the  price  in 
Canada  is  $3.75. 


Lest  We  Forget 

by  "Shot  Silk" 

One  evening,  about  forty  years  ago,  several  friends  met  at 
the  home  of  Mrs.  Allen  Baines  in  Toronto.  In  general  conver- 
sation, the  topic  of  Rose  growing  seemed  to  gain  favour  over  all 
others,  and  it  was  soon  evident  that  much  knowledge  and 
interest  existed  on  the  subject.  The  conversation  became 
animated,  and  the  outcome  of  this  small  gathering  was  the 
birth  of  our  Rose  Society. 

Following  this  initial  discussion,  the  organizational  machin- 
ery was  set  in  motion  and  Mrs.  Allen  Baines  was  elected  the 
first  President.  Mrs.  Baines  was  a  native  of  England,  the  home 
of  the  Rose  in  all  its  glory,  and  brought  with  her  from  the  Old 
Land  a  deep  love  for  the  Rose  and  considerable  knowledge  of 
its  culture.  She  was  a  most  enthusiastic  leader  and  her  objec- 
tive was  to  see  Roses  grown  in  every  garden.  Her  inspirational 
enthusiasm  was  contagious,  and  under  her  leadership  this 
small  group  of  women  began,  in  1913,  the  pioneer  work  of 
growing  and  exhibiting  Roses  in  Toronto. 

This  new  Rose  Society  was  intended,  primarily,  to  be  a 
women's  organization  exclusively,  and  strict  adherence  to  this 
policy  was  observed  for  several  years.  Soon,  however,  it  be- 
came evident  that  considerable  valuable  material  existed  out- 
side this  sacred  realm,  and  the  Women  Rosarians  reluctantly 
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came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  hitherto  excluded  male  had  a 
place  in  the  sun,  and  shortly  after  the  conclusion  of  the  First 
Great  War,  membership  in  the  Society  was  made  available  to 
men  and  women  alike.  This  added  strength  resulted  in  more 
rapid  development,  and  as  the  field  of  activity  broadened,  the 
title,  "The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario"  was  brought  into  use. 

Unfortunately,  the  Society  suffered  a  severe  loss  in  the  pas- 
sing of  Mrs.  Baines  in  the  third  year  of  her  Presidency,  and  her 
successor  was  Mrs.  G.  Graeme  Adam  who  guided  the  destinies 
of  the  young  Society  through  those  strenuous  years  and 
launched  the  first  delightful  and  successful  Rose  Shows. 

It  may  be  of  interest  to  record  a  complete  list  of  the  Society's 
Presidents  from  its  inception  in  1913.  Space  will  not  permit 
comment  on  each  President  individually,  but  it  might  be  ap- 
propriate to  say  that  each  succeeding  President  made  his  or  her 
own  special  and  valuable  contribution  to  the  success  and  de- 
velopment of  the  Society.  It  will  be  observed  from  the  list  that 
some  incumbents  of  the  chief  executive  office  were  called  back 
to  the  leadership  for  two  and  even  three  different  terms — 
which  may  be  regarded  as  evidence  of  their  ability. 

The  strain  and  restrictions  connected  with  the  Second  Great 
War  caused  the  Society  to  suspend  activities  for  the  years 
1943-44-45  but  operations  were  resumed  in  a  limited  way  in 
1946.  The  task  of  re-establishing  the  Society  after  the  wartime 
suspension  has  been  a  formidable  one,  but  there  is  evidence 
that  Rose  interest  is  being  restored  once  again  to  its  previous 
high  level,  and  there  is  good  reason  for  optimism  regarding  the 
future  prospects  of  the  Society. 

1913-14-15       Mrs.  Allen  Baines        1934-35  Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock 

1916-17-18       Mrs.  G.  G.  Adam        1936-37  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

1919-20  Mr.  A.  D.  Heward       1938-39  Mr.  P.  L.  Whytock 

1921  Dr.  A.  H.  Rolph  1940  Mr.  D.  C.  Patton 

1922-23-24-25  Misr  H.  L.  Beaidmore  1941-42  Mr.  A.  A.  Norton 

1926-27  Mr.  F.  Barry  Hayes    1943-44-45       Activities  suspended 

1928-29  Mr.  P.  H.  Mitchell      1946-47  Lt.-Col.  H.  A.  Rose 

1930-31  Lt.-Col.  H.  A.  Rose     1948-49  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster 

1932-33  Mr.  A.  J.  Webster       1950-51  Mr.  F.  F.  Dufton 

1952  Miss  Mabel  Stoakley 
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The  Clearing  House 

by  The  Editor 

Once  again  we  are  pleased  to  record  a  slight  increase  in  the 
number  of  contributors  to  The  Clearing  House  and  such  com- 
ments as  we  have  heard  indicate  sustained  interest  in  this 
Department.  Notwithstanding  these  sources  of  satisfaction, 
however,  we  would  welcome  additional  participation  by  the 
members  in  this  discussion.  To  those  who  have  co-operated  in 
making  this  presentation  possible  we  express  our  appreciation. 
In  noting  variations  in  the  variety  appraisals  of  reporters, 
readers,  no  doubt,  will  take  into  consideration  the  differences 
in  climatic  conditions  prevailing. 

In  line  with  extablished  practice  we  have  limited  the  review 
to  varieties  introduced  within  the  past  five-year  period,  and 
have  indicated,  when  known,  the  number  of  plants  of  a  variety 
grown,  the  number  of  years  grown,  the  type  of  soil,  the  sun 
exposure  and  the  understock  on  which  the  Roses  are  budded. 

List  of  Contributors 

With  Name,  Address,  Nature  of  Soil  and  Exposure: — 

Bartlett,  Mr.  S.  B.,  151  Fairlawn  Avenue,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 
Full  Sunshine. 

Bedford,  Mr.  Chas.,  64  Beverley  Blvd.,  Scarboro  Bluffs,  Ontario;  Clay 

Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Botly,  Mr.  A.  L.,  31  Peter  Street,  Port  Arthur,  Ontario;  Sandy  Loam;  Full 

Sunshine. 

Burgess,  Mrs.  H.  T.,  71  Westmoreland  Avenue,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Heavy 

Clay;  Full  Sunshine. 
Carter,  Mr.  J.  Selby,  438  St.  Clements  Avenue,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay 

Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Cooke,  Mr.  Gordon  M.,  1302  N.  Christina  Street,  Sarnia,  Ontario;  Light 

Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Cottrelle,  Mr.  G.  R.,  Islington,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Dew,  Mr.  Chas.  T.,  R.R.  No.  1,  Maple,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Dufton,  Mr.  F.  F.,  Housey's  Rapids,  Muskoka,  Ontario;  Shallow  Clay 

Loam;  Partial  Shade  and  Full  Sunshine. 
Littlejohn,  Mr.  J.  M.,  1102  Dufferin  Street,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Heavy  Clay; 

Full  Sunshine. 

Marshall,  Mrs.  H.  P.,  9  Golf  Club  Road,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Light  Loam; 
Partial  Shade. 

McNeill,  Mr.  W.  J.,  145  Roxborough  Avenue,  Oshawa,  Ontario;  Clay 

Loam;  Full  Sunshine. 
Mitchell,  Mr.  Emerson,  1557  Bruce  Avenue,  Windsor,  Ontario. 
Naismith,  Mrs.  A.  L.,  116  Arnold  Street,  Hamilton,  Ontario;  Heavy  Clay; 

Full  Sunshine. 

Norton,  Mr.  A.  A.,  22  Eastview  Crescent,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 
Full  Sunshine. 
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Reid,  Dr.  W.  H.  Port  Rowan,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam;  Full  Sunshine  and 
Partial  Shade. 

Rolph,  Dr.  A.  H.,  Scarlett  Road,  Weston,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam;  Full 

Sunshine. 

Selwood,  Mr.  Archie,  3791  Arbutus  Street,  Vancouver,  B.C.;  Sandy  Loam; 

Full  Sunshine  and  Partial  Shade. 
Snowdon,  Mr.  C.  Allen,  555  Prospect  Road,  Rockcliffe  Park,  Ottawa, 

Ontario;  Clay  Loam;  Partial  Shade. 
Stephenson,  Mr.  C.  R.,  227  Havelock  Street,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 

Partial  Shade. 

Stollery,  Mr.  Alan  L.,  281  Heath  Street  E.,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 
Partial  Shade. 

Webster,  Mr.  A.  J.,  365  Lauder  Avenue,  Toronto,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 

Full  Sunshine  and  Partial  Shade. 
Wilson,  Mrs.  C.  T.,  80  Ellerslie  Avenue,  Willowdale,  Ontario;  Clay  Loam; 

Full  Sunshine  and  Partial  Shade. 

The  following  abbreviations  apply  throughout:  Years — Yrs.;  Plants — 
Pis.;  Understock:  Canina — Can.;  Multiflora — Mult.;  Ragged  Robin — R.R. 
Alain,  H  Poly  (Meilland  '48).  Mr.  Dew  (6  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  pleased 
with  the  behaviour  of  this  Rose,  referring  to  vigorous,  bushy  growth  and 
sparkling  carmine-red  colour.  He  would  like  to  have  a  whole  bed  of  it. 
Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  classifies  it  as  a  good  red  variety  but  he 
prefers  Frensham,  Donald  Prior  and  Red  Ripples. 

Applause,  H.T.  (Swim,  '49).  Mr.  Cottrelle  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  considers 
it  a  choice  variety  but  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  says  it  is  no  im- 
provement on  Charlotte  Armstrong  except  possibly  in  lasting  qualities 
when  cut.  It  accomplished  very  little  in  the  Editor's  garden  in  two  years 
and  we  have  discarded  it. 

Betty  Morse,  H.T.  (Kordes  '50).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  de- 
scribes this  as  a  really  fine  red  garden  Rose. 

Bravo,  H.T.  (Swim  '50).  The  first  year  impressions  of  Mr.  Cottrelle  (2  pis., 
1  yr.,  R.R. )  are  very  favourable.  He  refers  particularly  to  strong  growth. 
Brazil,  H.T.  (Mallerin  '47).   While  Mr.  Dufton 's  plants  (2  pis.,  1-2  yrs., 
Can. )  lack  vigour  he  is  intrigued  by  the  brilliant  combination  of  colour  in 

the  blooms — orange  and  scarlet. 

Bridget,  H.T.  (Fletcher  '48).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  admits  a 
fondness  for  this  bright  little  miss  while  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  refers 
approvingly  to  its  colourful  blooms  and  high  value  as  a  bedder  although  he 
finds  it  of  moderate  vigour  only.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  has  finally 
parted  company  with  Bridget  after  observing  it  for  two  years,  although  at 
times  we  admired  its  bright  yellow  colour. 

Capistrano,  H.T.  (Morris  '49  j.  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  reports 
strong  growth  and  healthy  foliage  but  complains  of  insufficient  bloom. 
Mrs.  Burgess  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  admires  the  few  rich  pink  blooms  pro- 
duced and  the  good  foliage  but  is  dissatisfied  with  the  growth.  Mr.  Dufton 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  gives  it  no  marks  for  distinctiveness,  describing  it 
merely  as  "another  pink  Rose".  Mr.  McNeill  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  is 
cool  to  this  Rose,  his  report  practically  duplicating  that  of  Mr.  Dufton. 
Mrs.  Wilson  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  R  R.)  refers  to  strong,  erect  growth  up  to  4>2  feet 
and  to  large  blooms  borne  on  strong  stems. 

Charles  Gregory,  H.T.  (Verschuren  '48).  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
is  pleased  with  the  form  and  bright  colour  of  the  blooms  but  adds  that  his 
plants  have  not  shown  much  vigour.  Mr.  Mitchell  reports  fair  growth,  good 
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foliage  and  beautiful  form  in  the  bud  and  young  flower  stage.  The  attrac- 
tive scarlet  blooms  with  gold  base  fly  open  too  quickly,  however,  and  are 
produced  sparsely.  Mrs.  Naismith  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  does  not  consider  it 
outstanding  although  she,  like  all  of  us,  is  blinded  by  the  brilliant  colour. 
Dr.  Reid,  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  however,  describes  it  as  floriferous,  with  bushy 
habit,  making  it  very  suitable  for  bedding  purposes  He  also  mentions  the 
sparkling  colour.  The  report  of  Mr.  Selwood(2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  similar 
to  that  of  Mr.  Mitchell  with  an  added  reference  to  fragrance.  He  considers 
it  worth  while  for  its  excellence  in  the  early  stages.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  agrees  with  Messrs.  Mitchell  and  Selwood.  We  find  it  a  somewhat 
shy  bloomer  but  we  know  of  nothing  to  equal  its  sensational  colour. 

Charles  Mallerin,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
regrets  that  it  was  slow  in  becoming  established  and  produced  very  few 
blooms.  Their  colour,  however,  was  the  richest  he  has  ever  seen  in  a  Rose. 
He  also  comments  on  its  fragrance.  Mr.  Mitchell  praises  the  rich  dark 
crimson,  fragrant  blooms  which  he  finds  particularly  attractive  in  the  bud 
and  half-open  stage.  He  is  also  satisfied  with  the  plant  characteristics. 
Mr.  Selwood  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  gives  it  credit  for  colour  distinctiveness 
and  strong  fragrance  but  avers  that  the  blooms  are  lacking  in  form.  It 
reminds  him  of  the  old-timer,  John  Russell,  which  had  better  shape. 
Mr.  Snowdon,  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  disappointed  with  his  first-year  results. 
He  is  fond  of  the  deep  crimson  colour  but  reports  poor  growth  and  few 
flowers,  much  inferior  to  new  plants  of  Crimson  Glory.  The  Editor  (2  pis., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  is  in  substantial  agreement  with  Mr.  Snowdon.  (We  are  still 
growing  John  Russell,  to  which  our  Vancouver  friend  has  referred,  but  we 
often  wonder  why!) 

City  of  Norwich,  H.T.  (Kordes  '49).  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pis.,  3  yrs.,  Can.) 
pronounces  it  a  good  old  garden  variety  but  withholds  further  comment. 
Mr.  Stephenson  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  regards  it  as  good  but  not  outstanding. 
He  admires  the  bright  crimson  colour  and  his  first-year  growth  was  satis- 
factory. 

Claude,  H.T.  (Mallerin  '50).  Mr  Dufton  (1  pi  ,  1  yr.,  Can.)  predicts  that 
we  may  hear  more  of  this  variety  which  on  the  basis  of  first-year  perform- 
ance is  very  promising.  The  blooms  are  large  and  brilliant  red. 

Climbing  Mme.  Henri  Guillot,  CI.  H.T.  (Van  Barneveld  '47).  While 
Mr.  Mitchell  was  satisfied  with  growth  and  bloom  production  he  en- 
countered foliage  trouble.  Whether  this  was  caused  by  rust  or  Red  Spider 
Mite  he  is  uncertain.  The  blooms,  however,  were  gorgeous  and  larger  than 
those  of  the  dwarf  form. 

Climbing  Peace  (Mme.  A.  Meilland),  CI.  H.T.  (Brady  '50).  Mr.  Cooke's 
plant  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  made  growth  up  to  6  feet  in  its  first  year  but,  of 
course,  did  not  bloom.  His  foliage  was  attacked  by  Red  Spider  Mite  but  on 
the  basis  of  vigour  he  is  hopeful.  Mr.  Mitchell  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  who 
lives  in  the  Banana  Belt,  (He  refers  to  Windsor  as  the  "Sun  Parlour"!)  had 
blooms  in  the  first  year  but  unusually  low  temperatures  in  the  1950-51 
winter  checked  his  plants  which  grew  vigorously  last  summer  but  did  not 
bloom.  He  is  optimistic  nevertheless. 

Climbing  Show  Girl,  CI.  H.T.  (Chaffm  '49).  Mr.  Mitchell  Cl  pi.,  1  yr., 
Mult.)  proclaims  this  sport  of  Show  Girl  his  favorite  pink  variety.  He  is 
charmed  by  the  perfectly  formed  blooms  and  encouraged  by  the  vigorous 
growth  displayed.  Moreover,  his  plant  bloomed  during  its  first  season. 
Commonwealth,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes  '48).  Mr.  Norton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
found  growth  disappointing  as  well  as  bloom  production  but  he  admired  the 
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few  large,  semi-single,  non-fading  crimson  blooms  which  did  appear.  The 
Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  concurs  in  Mr.  Norton's  report  and  is  hopeful  that 
in  its  second  year  this  variety  will  display  more  vigour. 
Curly  Pink,  H.T.  (Brownell  '48).  Mrs.  Wilson's  first-year  impressions 
( 1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  are  favourable.  Her  blooms  were  produced  singly  rather 
than  in  clusters  as  indicated  in  the  raiser's  catalogue. 

Danish  Gold,  H.  Poly.  (Poulsen  '50).  The  Editor  (1  pi.  1  yr.,  Can.)  found 
growth  weak  and  the  few  pale  yellow  blooms  produced  were  lacking  in 
quality.  It  appeared  to  possess  very  few  of  the  characteristics  of  a  Hybrid 
Polyantha  but  we  shall  observe  it  with  interest  as  an  established  plant. 
Diamond  Jubilee,  H.T.  (Boerner  '47).  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
reports  strong  growth  but  bloom  quality  only  fair  until  autumn  when  sever- 
al outstanding  blooms  were  produced.  It  has  a  champion  in  Mrs.  Burgess 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  who  refers  to  an  abundance  of  non-fading,  warm,  buff- 
orange  blooms  on  long,  sturdy  stems  and  healthy  foliage.  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi., 
2  yrs.,  Mult.;  4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  declares  it  to  be  one  of  the  finest  varieties  in 
his  Muskoka  garden,  producing  freely  blooms  of  exhibition  quality.  For 
Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  its  summer  behaviour  was  excellent  but  he  had 
very  little  late  season  bloom.  He  found  the  growth  low  and  the  stems  short. 
Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  while  admitting  that  it  is  a  popular  exhibi- 
tion variety  says  the  buds  will  blemish  unless  well  sprayed  or  dusted  as 
Thrips  are  very  fond  of  this  variety.  Mr.  Stephenson  (5  pis.,  2-3  yrs.,  Mult.) 
obtains  excellent  growth  and  adds  that,  given  good  weather  conditions,  it  is 
one  of  the  best  varieties.  Mrs.  Wilson's  high  regard  for  this  Rose  (1  pi., 
4  yrs.,  Mult.)  remains  unchanged.  She  comments  on  the  strong,  bushy 
growth  and  the  abundance  of  long  lasting  blooms. 

Dorothy  Anderson,  H.T.  (McGredy  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
is  pleased  with  its  first-year  performance.  He  reports  vigorous  growth  and 
blooms  of  good  quality.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  not  enthusi- 
astic, referring  to  moderate  growth  and  very  ordinary  pink  blooms.  To  date 
it  has  not  accelerated  the  Editor's  pulse  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  but  as  always,  we 
are  hopeful  and  shall  await  the  results  of  further  observation. 
Dr.  F.  Debat,  H.T.  (Meilland  '48).  Mrs.  Naismith  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
describes  it  as  a  vigorous  grower,  producing  sparsely  on  long  stems,  beauti- 
ful fragrant  blooms  of  satin-pink  with  coral  tones.  She  considers  it  a  fine 
exhibition  variety.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  was  impressed  by  the 
quality  of  the  few  shapely,  clear  pink  blooms  produced.  Growth  was  only 
fair  and  we  are  anxious  to  see  the  results  from  an  established  plant. 
Dusky  Maiden,  H.  Poly.  (Le  Grice  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
is  intrigued  by  the  effective  colour  contrast  between  the  deep  crimson  petals 
and  the  golden  stamens.  He  is  not  satisfied  with  the  growth  of  his  plants  and 
adds  that  bloom  production  is  below  what  might  be  expected  of  a  Hybrid 
Polyantha.  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  with  less  detail  pronounces  it  a 
good,  dark  red  Polyantha.  Mr.  Norton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  reports  satis- 
factory growth  and  he  admires  the  non-fading,  velvety  crimson  blooms 
which  were  freely  produced.  Dr.  Rolph  (6  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  describes  it  as  a 
distinctive  variety  of  fine  blooming  habit  and  good  growth.  He  mentions, 
however,  that  its  dark,  clouded  red  colour  suffers  by  comparison  with  the 
brilliant  crimson  colour  of  Donald  Prior.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is 
inclined  to  agree  with  Mr.  Bartlett. 

Eden  Rose,  H.T.  (Meilland  '50)  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports 
vigorous  growth  but  thinks  the  dark  pink  colour  may  not  be  pleasing  to 
some.  This  is  another  seedling  of  Peace. 

Ellinor  Le  Grice,  H.T.  (XeGrice  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett's  plant  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
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Mult.)  suffered  severe  winter  damage  and  he  had  no  blooms  until  late  in  the 
season.  He  is  still  hopeful,  however.  Mr.  Dew  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is 
pleased  with  the  good,  clear  yellow  blooms  which  are  produced  fairly  freely 
on  healthy  plants.  For  Mr.  Lttlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  it  will  have  to 
imrove  if  it  is  to  be  retained.  He  reports  poor  growth  and  flat,  shapeless 
blooms.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  delighted,  referring  to  strong  growth 
and  good,  bright  yellow,  perfumed  blooms  produced  on  long  stems.  Mr. 
Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  unenthusiastic.  He  admits  that  it  has  some 
merit  but  considers  that  there  are  many  better  yellows.  Mr.  Snowdon 
(4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  compares  it  with  Spek's  Yellow,  as  does  Dr.  Reid,  but 
complains  of  fading  and  insufficient  bloom.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
like  Mr.  Selwood,  is  quite  lukewarm  about  it.  We  previously  had  two  plants 
of  this  variety  budded  on  Multiflora  but  they  failed  to  survive  their  first 
winter. 

Emily,  H.T.  (Baines-F.  Cant  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  says 
significantly  that  he  is  planting  more  of  this  variety.  His  bush  produced 
only  two  blooms  but  each  provided  a  thrill.  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
drops  his  usual  reserve  and  says  "She's  a  honey!"  In  a  season  when  cater- 
pillars had  descended  on  his  Muskoka  garden  and  the  outlook  was  very 
dark,  Emily  made  life  worth  while  again.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (2  pis.,  1-2  yrs., 
Can.)  considers  this  to  be  one  of  the  best  new  Roses.  He  comments  on  strong 
growth  and  lasting  blooms  of  high  quality,  freely  produced  but  with  no 
fragrance.  The  Editor  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  regards  this  as  one  of  the  finest 
exhibition  Roses  introduced  in  recent  years.  The  long,  slow-opening  buds, 
produced  singly,  develop  into  large  silvery-carmine  blooms  with  salmon 
shades  and  the  plants  are  vigorous.  It  is  understood  to  be  a  seedling  of 
Madame  Butterfly  X  Mrs.  Henry  Bowles. 

Eternite,  H.  Poly.  (Gaujard  '47).  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  finds  the 
large,  single  blooms  very  attractive  but  they  are  produced  rather  sparsely 
for  a  Hybrid  Polyantha. 

Fashion,  H.  Poly.  (Boerner  '48).  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  sounds 
the  first  note  in  the  chorus  of  praise  of  this  Rose.  He  mentions  the  dainti- 
ness and  distinctive  colour  of  the  blooms  which  are  produced  freely  on  a 
sturdy  plant.  Mr.  Carter  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  R.R.),  Mr.  Cooke  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  and  Mr.  Dew  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  furnish  almost  identical  reports, 
each  referring  to  the  attractive  coral-salmon  colour  and  the  free-blooming 
habit  of  the  fine  plants.  Mr.  Carter,  however,  has  observed  some  evidence 
of  burning  in  full  sun.  Mr.  Dufton  (6  pis.,  3  yrs.,  Mult,  and  6  pis.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  says  it  is  sure  to  make  friends.  Mrs.  Naismith  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
is  enthralled  by  the  exquisite  coral  peach  colour  but  her  ardour  was  damp- 
ened somewhat  by  an  attack  of  blackspot  late  in  the  season  and  by  some 
evidence  of  fading.  Growth  was  strong,  however,  and  in  her  judgment  its 
virtues  outweigh  its  vices.  Mr.  Norton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.  and  26  pis.,  1  yr., 
Can  )  ranks  it  first  in  the  Hybrid  Polyantha  group.  He  considers  that  its 
all-round  performance  is  better  when  planted  in  full  sun,  although,  like 
Mr.  Carter,  he  has  noted  a  tendency  to  burn.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Mult.)  boldly  asserts  that  it  has  no  faults  on  the  basis  of  performance  in 
Vancouver.  He  has  observed  no  sign  of  burning  or  fading  and  compares  the 
colour  to  "cooked  salmon".  Mr.  Stollery  (3  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  thinks  highly 
of  Fashion  as  does  Mrs.  Wilson  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.).  The  latter,  however, 
reports  considerable  defoliation  during  July  and  early  August  for  unex- 
plained reasons.  The  Editor  (4  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  3  R.R.,  1  Can.)  concurs  in  the 
favourable  comment  recorded  above,  his  only  criticism  being  some  evidence 
of  burning  during  periods  of  extreme  heat. 
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First  Love,  H.T.  (Swim  '50).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  finds  First 
Love  healthy  but  not  very  generous.  The  few  blooms  produced  were  of  weak 
colour  and  lacking  in  distinctiveness — in  fact,  not  his  idea  of  "First  Love". 

Forty-Niner,  H.T.  (Swim  '48).  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  is  not 
excited  about  this  variety.  While  it  blooms  moderately  well  the  blooms  are 
very  ordinary.  Mrs.  Burgess  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  has  discarded  this  Rose. 
Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Mr.  Mitchell  also  are  unimpressed. 
While  it  grows  well  they  consider  the  blooms  uninteresting. 

Folies-Bergeres,  H.T.  (Gaujard  '49).  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  found 
the  shapely  salmon  blooms  attractive  although  first-year  growth  was  only 
moderate. 

Frenshan,  H.  Poly.  (Norman  '48).  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pis.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  and 
Mr.  Mitchell  are  agreed  that  this  is  the  finest  red  Hybrid  Polyantha  and  the 
latter  describes  the  blooms  as  beautiful  miniature  forms  of  Crimson  Glory. 
Mrs.  Naismith  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  goes  overboard  and  recommends  this 
Rose  without  reservations.  Mr.  Norton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  Mr.  Selwood, 
(2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.),  Mr.  Stephenson,  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  the  Editor 
( 2  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.)  concur.  We  still  think,  however,  that  the  colour  lacks 
some  of  the  brilliance  of  Donald  Prior  although  it  blooms  more  continu- 
ously than  that  fine  variety  and  it  does  not  form  seed  pods. 

Geranium  Red,  H.  Poly.  (Boerner  '47).  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
reports  blooms  of  unusual  colour  borne  on  healthy  plants. 
Gordon  Eddie,  H.T.  (Eddie  '49).  Mrs.  Burgess  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  en- 
joys the  non-fading  apricot  colour  and  good  form  of  the  blooms  which  were 
better  in  autumn  than  during  the  summer.  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult, 
and  2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  had  vigorous  growth  with  blooms  often  of  exhibition 
quality  but  he  found  the  colour  weak  at  times.  It  has  found  a  friend  in 
Mrs.  Marshall  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  who  considers  it  wonderful  for  exhibition 
and  pleasing  at  all  times.  She  is  increasing  her  planting  of  this  Rose. 
Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  shares  Mrs.  Marshall's  enthusiasm  and 
declares  that  he  has  seen  none  of  the  split  centres  which  have  been  men- 
tioned in  the  past.  Mr.  Stephenson  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  does  not  care  for 
the  bud  form  but  considers  it  excellent  as  a  developed  bloom,  having  shape, 
size  and  attractive  colour.  Mrs.  Wilson  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  admires 
these  exceptionally  large,  double  blooms  and  will  plant  more  of  this  variety. 
The  Editor  (2  ps.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  was  quite  pleased  with  his  first-year  results, 
although  there  was  some  evidence  of  blackspot  late  in  the  season. 
Grandmere  Jenny,  H.T.  (Meilland  '49).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
says  tersely  "No  improvement  on  its  parent,  Peace,  although  the  colour  is 
more  intense." 

Haisha ,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  It  failed  to  accomplish  much  for  Mr.  Bartlett 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  but  he  would  like  to  observe  it  further  before  passing 
judgment.  Mr.  Dufton  (4  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.)  does  not  consider  this  off- 
spring of  Peace  to  be  nearly  as  good  as  the  famous  parent.  Mrs.  Naismith 
(2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  describes  it  as  the  heaviest  petalled  variety  in  her 
garden.  While  somewhat  similar  to  Peace  the  plants  failed  in  their  first  year 
to  grow  vigorously  and  she  is  looking  forward  to  better  results  in  1952. 
Mr.  Selwood  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  thinks  it  has  possibilities.  He  found  the 
slow-opening  blooms  to  be  very  full  and  long  lasting.  The  colour,  however, 
was  not  what  he  had  expected.  Mr.  Stephenson  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  had 
vigorous  growth  and  a  few  large  blooms  of  pale  yellow  with  much  more  of 
the  cerise  suffusion  than  that  usually  found  in  blooms  of  Peace.  He  also 
prefers  the  parent.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  uncertain  about  it  and, 


THE  CLEARING  HOUSE 


73 


like  Mr.  Bartlett,  would  like  to  see  it  as  an  established  plant.  Our  general 
reaction  was  somewhat  unfavourable. 

Hebe,  H.T.  (Dickson  '50).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  only 
moderate  vigour  and  sparse  bloom.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
declines  to  commit  himself.  While  growth  was  satisfactory  and  the  foliage 
healthy  he  found  the  blooms  disappointing.  It  remains  for  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi., 

1  yr.,  Can.)  to  ring  the  bells  for  this  Rose.  He  refers  to  vigorous,  spreading 
growth  and  a  profusion  of  blooms  of  bright  lavender  pink  shading  to  yellow 
at  the  base.  He  does  not  altogether  approve  of  the  form  of  the  blooms  but 
says  they  last  well  when  cut.  Mr.  Snowdon  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also  is 
favourably  impressed,  commenting  on  the  beautiful,  soft  pink,  graceful 
flowers  produced  freely  on  vigorous  plants.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
is  inclined  to  agree  with  Mr.  Bartlett  although  the  autumn  performance  of 
this  Rose  was  very  encouraging.  Late  blooms  displayed  a  deeper  salmon 
shade  which  was  quite  lovely  and  we  found  the  bud  form  very  attractive. 

Hilda  Phillips,  H.T.  (Bees  '47).  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  considers  that 
this  has  merit  as  a  garden  Rose.  He  admired  the  orange-red  buds  which 
developed  into  blooms  of  creamy-yellow,  also  the  heavy  waxy  foliage.  The 
Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  also  admired  the  blooms  but  they  were  only 
sparsely  produced  on  a  small  plant. 

John  H.  Ellis,  H.T.  (McGredy  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
proclaims  this  to  be  one  of  the  best  new  varieties.  He  is  fond  of  the  large 
deep  pink  blooms  and  suggests  that  this  variety  has  possibilities  for  exhibi- 
tion purposes.  It  carries  no  appeal,  however,  for  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
who,  while  admitting  satisfactory  growth,  intimates  that  the  large  buds  do 
not  open  well  in  cool  weather  and  that  the  colour  acquires  objectionable 
bluish  tints.  Mr.  Snowdon  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  refers  to  enormous  blooms 
having  up  to  105  petals  and  lasting  many  days  on  the  bush.  While  the 
majority  of  the  blooms  are  a  rich,  deep  pink  some  are  inclined  to  be  a  hard, 
metallic  shade  and  he  finds  only  moderate  vigour.  The  experience  of  the 
Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  parallels  that  of  Mr.  Snowdon. 
Karl  Herbst,  H.T.  (Kordes  '51).  Mr.  Dufton  (8  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  describes 
huge  red  blooms  that  appear  dull  at  times,  produced  freely  on  healthy, 
vigorous  plants.  It  has  many  of  the  characteristics  of  Peace  which  is  one  of 
its  parents. 

Lady  Bel  per,  H.T.  (Verschuren  '49).  Mr.  Dufton  (6  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
confesses  a  fondness  for  this  Rose,  its  performance  in  1951  having  been  a 
decided  improvement  over  that  of  the  previous  year.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi., 

2  yrs.,  Can.)  continues  to  regard  it  highly  while  for  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can.)  its  first  year  accomplishments  have  been  below  his  expectations. 
Planted  in  a  shady  position,  growth  was  tall  but  not  branching.  He  ap- 
preciated the  bright,  orange-bronze  blooms  but  they  were  too  few  and  the 
plant  habit  was  not  symmetrical.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  calls  it  a 
more  refined  Cynthia  Brooke.  Bloom  production  was  satisfactory  and  al- 
though the  summer  blooms  were  not  very  full  those  of  autumn  had  more 
substance  and  lasted  well  when  cut. 

Mabel  Francis,  H.T.  (Bees  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett  (3  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.) 
applauds  this  variety  for  its  magnificent,  shapely,  clear  pink  blooms  but  he 
could  have  used  more  of  them.  He  found  the  growth  sturdy  and  the  foliage 
healthy.  It  still  enjoys  the  favour  of  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  but 
he,  also,  finds  it  somewhat  stingy  with  its  lovely  blooms.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  considers  it  one  of  the  best  Roses  in  his  garden.  He  refers  to 
growth  up  to  2^  feet  with  perfectly  formed  blooms,  one  to  the  stem,  of 
flawless  rose-pink;  never  many  blooms  at  one  time  but  seldom  without 
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colour.  He  pronounces  it  excellent  either  for  exhibition  or  for  general  garden 
cultivation.  Mabel  Francis  has  a  friend  also  in  Dr.  Rolph  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
to  whose  critical  eye  both  the  form  and  colour  of  the  blooms  appeal.  He 
refers  particularly  to  the  delicate  but  warm  shade  of  pink  and  to  noteworthy 
fragrance  but  the  blooms  were  not  plentiful.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
steps  smartly  into  line  and  records  his  admiration  for  the  high-quality 
blooms  but,  like  other  reporters,  found  them  sparsely  produced. 
Maid  of  Honour,  H.  Poly.  (Kordes  '51)  Mr.  Dufton  (7  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.) 
admires  the  colour  of  the  single  blooms — somewhat  deeper  than  Dainty 
Maid — but  comments  on  sparse  foliage.  (This  Rose  has  also  been  described 
as  a  cherry-pink  form  of  Karen  Poulsen — Ed.) 

Madame  Kriloff,  H.T.  (Meilland  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  was 
dissatisfied  with  growth  in  the  early  summer  but  the  plant  improved  as  the 
season  progressed  and  put  on  a  creditable  autumn  display.  He  found  the 
colourful  blooms  attractive  but  they  are  impatient  of  rain.  Mrs.  Naismith 
( 2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  found  the  growth  weak  but  she  admires  the  colour  and 
is  hopeful  that  its  deficiencies  will  disappear  when  fully  established. 
Dr.  Reid  U  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  found  the  growth  strong  and  erect  and  the 
blooms  a  very  striking  colour.  He  terms  it  one  of  the  best  garden  Roses, 
vigorous  and  floriferous,  but  with  foliage  susceptible  to  blackspot.  The 
Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  continues  to  enjoy  the  colourful  buds  of  orange- 
yellow,  washed  with  carmine,  but  the  matured  blooms  are  less  attractive, 
often  with  weak  necks.  As  Mr.  Bartlett  has  mentioned,  the  blooms  do  not 
withstand  rainfall. 

Madame  L.  Dieudonne,  H.T.  (Meilland  '48).  Mr.  Mitchell  proclaims 
this  to  be  the  flashiest  bi-colour  in  the  garden.  He  finds  the  deep  yellow  and 
intense  scarlet  hues  very  striking,  supported  by  the  lovely  green,  glossy 
foliage  and  red  wood.  He  recommends  it  as  a  bedder.  Mrs.  Naismith  (2  pis., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  refers  to  it  as  a  sensational  bicolour  of  vermilion  and  gold.  It 
bloomed  freely  and  carries  her  recommendation  as  an  excellent  garden 
variety. 

Madame  Yves  Latieulle,  H.T.  (Meilland  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 

Can.  )  is  optimistic,  predicting  that  when  established  this  may  prove  to  be 
one  of  the  best  yellow  varieties.  It  appears  to  produce  freely  its  substantial 
blooms  of  clear  yellow  on  a  moderately  strong  plant.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can. )  beats  the  drums  for  this  variety,  pronouncing  it  the  best  yellow  Rose, 
for  either  garden  or  exhibition.  He  had  strong  growth,  almost  continuous 
bloom  and  very  little  fading  of  colour.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also 
considers  this  Rose  very  promising.  Growth  was  only  moderate  and  we 
would  like  to  see  it  on  an  established  plant  before  going  overboard. 
Marcel le  Gret,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  Mr.  Mitchell  has  a  high  regard  for 
this  seedling  of  Peace.  While  the  plant  habit  and  foliage  resemble  those  of 
the  parent,  the  blooms  are  of  better  form  and  colour — the  latter  a  deep  gold 
which  reminds  him  of  the  yolk  of  a  duck  egg.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
shares  Mr.  Mitchell's  enthusiasm,  reporting  tall  growth,  orange-yellow, 
semi-double,  scented  blooms  with  large,  heavy-textured  petals.  The  Editor 
'1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also  is  favourably  impressed  with  the  vigorous  growth 
and  eye-arresting,  non-fading  colour. 

Margot  Anstiss,  H.T.  (Norman  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is 
quite  unhappy  about  this  one,  complaining  of  poor  growth,  very  little  bloom 
and  lack  of  symmetry  in  the  plant  habit.  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
dislikes  the  weak  pink  colour  while  Mr.  Mitchell  agrees  and  adds  that  the 
petals  are  too  thin  for  this  climate  with  resultant  balling  in  wet  weather.  He 
also  records  lack  of  vigour.  For  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  it  also  behaved 
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badly,  producing  very  little  bloom  after  mid-summer  and  falling  a  victim  to 
blackspot.  He  records  spreading  growth  and  attractive  light  pink  colour. 
For  Mr.  Selwood  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  it  grows  well  and  while  the  light  satin 
pink  colour  and  good  form  of  the  blooms  appealed  to  garden  visitors,  he 
himself  does  not  care  for  the  weak  colour.  Mr.  Stephenson  (2  pis.,  1  yr., 
Can.)  has  threatened  his  plants  with  banishment  unless  their  performance 
improves.  He  reports  poor  growth  and  unattractive  blooms.  The  Editor 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  would  like  to  say  a  good  word  for  this  Rose  but  finds 
it  difficult  to  think  of  any  saving  grace.  We  did,  however,  have  one  out- 
standing bloom,  the  remainder  being  nondescript. 

Masquerade,  H.  Poly.  (Boerner  '49).  Mr.  Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.) 
thinks  this  may  prove  popular  for  mass  effect  because  of  its  good  plant 
habit  and  the  unique  colour  variations  of  its  blooms. 

Michele  Meilland,  H.T.  (Meilland  '48).  "The  sweetheart  of  the  garden" 
says  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  who  then  drifts  away  on  a  fleecy  cloud, 
murmuring  soft  eulogies  of  the  charming  buds  and  blooms  of  creamy-pink, 
shading  to  yellow  at  the  base,  which  retain  their  form  even  in  old  age.  He 
returns  to  earth  to  add  that  the  plant,  too,  was  vigorous.  Mrs.  Naismith 
(3  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also  is  delighted  with  the  perfectly  formed,  long,  pointed 
buds  of  pearly  pink  which  hold  their  colour  well  through  the  various  stages 
of  development.  She  adds  that  the  plants  have  a  bushy,  symmetrical  habit 
of  growth.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  captivated  by  the  refined  and 
perfectly  formed  buds  and  blooms  which  he  describes  as  shell  pink  produced 
on  graceful,  willowy  stems.  He  also  becomes  misty-eyed  and  admits  that  a 
bloom  of  Michele  Meilland  reminds  him  of  a  little  lady.  Dr.  Rolph  (3  pis., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  is  less  romantic  but  none  the  less  sincere  in  his  admiration  for 
this  Rose,  both  as  to  colour  and  form.  He  reserves  judgment  on  the  plant. 
There  does  not  appear  to  be  much  left  for  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  to 
say  except  to  repeat  his  comment  of  last  year.  The  colour  is  exquisite  and 
the  petals,  while  not  too  numerous,  are  of  great  length  and  heavy  texture, 
with  the  result  that  the  delightful  bud  form  lasts  for  several  days.  We  find 
the  growth  only  fair  but  we  are  planting  more  of  this  aristocratic  gem. 

Mi  nerve,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  finds  this 
Rose  very  similar  to  Haisha  and  Tahiti.  Haisha  is  the  largest  of  the  three 
but  they  are  almost  indistinguishable  in  colour — light  yellow,  somewhat 
heavily  edged  with  carmine.  This  one  failed  to  make  much  growth  or  pro- 
duce many  blooms.  We  would  like  to  see  it  in  1952  before  expressing  an 
opinion. 

Mission  Bells,  H.T.  (Morris  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  is 
pleased  with  the  strong,  erect  growth  and  the  attractive  salmon-orange 
blooms  produced  singly  on  long  stems.  It  has  earned  the  approbation  also 
of  Mrs.  Marshall  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  who  praises  the  long-lasting,  colourful 
blooms,  healthy  foliage  and  excellent  growth.  Her  plant  bloomed  freely 
even  though  located  in  a  shady  position.  For  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.) 
it  also  performed  brilliantly,  making  tall  growth  and  producing  freely  its 
glowing  salmon-red,  fragrant  blooms.  He  adds  that  it  loses  some  of  its 
sparkle  when  cut  but,  nevertheless,  is  one  of  the  best  Roses. 

Misty  Morn,  H.T.  (McGredy  '50).  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  liberal 
with  his  praise  of  Misty  Morn.  It  made  the  finest  bush  of  all  the  new  Roses 
in  his  garden.  It  was  also  generous  in  bloom  production  but  he  mentions 
that  in  cool  or  wet  weather  the  buds  do  not  always  open  well.  As  a  hot 
weather  variety  he  considers  it  amongst  the  best  whites.  The  Editor  (1  pi., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  also  thinks  highly  of  this  Rose  and  suggests  planting  it  in  a 
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position  of  full  sunshine.  The  shapely,  large  blooms  have  a  greenish  tinge 
at  the  base — somewhat  reminiscent  of  the  old  Kaiserin  Auguste  Viktoria. 
Monte  Carlo,  H.T.  (Meilland  '50).  This  impressed  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Can.  I  as  being  the  best  of  the  six  Peace  seedlings  under  test  in  1951.  It  has 
typical  Peace  f oliage  but  is  bushy  in  habit  and  not  as  tall  as  Marcelle  Gret. 
The  colour  of  the  shapely  blooms  is  rich  yellow,  shaded  dark  red,  the  two 
colours  merging  in  such  a  manner  as  to  convey  the  impression  of  light 
mahogany  at  a  distance.  Unfortunately  it  was  attacked  by  blackspot  late 
in  the  season  and  there  was  little  autumn  bloom.  We  found  it  very  interest- 
ing, however. 

New  Yorker,  H.T.  (Boerner  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  R.R.)  reports 
very  strong  growth,  producing  freely  on  long  stems  its  large,  non-fading 
light  crimson  blooms  which  have  very  little  fragrance.  A  certain  percentage 
of  the  blooms  are  not  well  formed.  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  is 
pleased  with  its  vigour  but  has  not  found  it  very  prolific.  He  comments  on 
the  beautiful  form  of  the  buds  and  the  striking  colour.  Mr.  Botly  (8  pis., 
1-2  yrs.,  Mult. )  is  thrilled  with  its  performance,  especially  with  four  of  his 
plants  which  are  grown  as  standards.  He  had  abundant  bloom  of  good  form 
and  colour,  produced  on  long  stems.  Mr.  Cottrelle  (3  pis.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  views 
it  with  a  friendly  eye  and  rates  it  "choice"  in  all  respects.  Mr.  Selwood  (1 
pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  also  is  cheering  for  it,  mentioning  particularly  its  vigour 
and  the  lasting  qualities  of  its  large  blooms  which  frequently  are  of  exhibi- 
tion quality.  He  has  also  detected  fair  fragrance.  Mr.  Stephenson  (3  pis., 
2  yrs.,  Mult. )  joins  in  the  hymn  of  praise  and  considers  it  superior  to  both 
City  of  Norwich  and  Red  Ensign. 

Nocturne,  H.T.  (Swim  '47).  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  considers 
this  a  fine  crimson  variety,  its  only  fault  being  the  tendency  of  the  dark 
blooms  to  burn  during  periods  of  midsummer  heat  and  strong  sunshine.  It 
is  a  favourite  of  Mrs.  Burgess  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  who  is  enamoured  of  the 
long,  streamlined  buds  and  of  the  deep  crimson  colour  which  did  not  fade 
even  in  the  hottest  sun.  Mr.  Cooke  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  accords  it  top  rating 
and  stresses  particularly  the  supreme  beauty  of  the  buds  and  blooms  which 
carry  a  delicious  fragrance.  Mr.  Mitchell  admits  that  this  fragrant  Rose  can 
be  exceedingly  beautiful  in  colour  and  form  but  it  is  affected  by  mildew  at 
times  and  suffers  from  sunburn.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  3  yrs.,  Mult.)  rates  it 
"excellent"  in  the  bud  and  as  a  young  flower.  The  colour  at  its  best  is 
beautiful  but  he  adds  that  it  is  rarely  seen  at  its  best  in  the  Vancouver 
climate. 

Opera,  H.T.  (Gaujard  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  says  tersely 
"Sensational  colour,  moderate  growth,  am  ordering  more  stock."  Mr. 
Dufton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  commends  the  growth  but  is  not  certain  that  he 
likes  the  colour!  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  after  paying  a  compliment  to 
the  vigorous  growth,  expresses  approval  of  the  striking  colour  which  he 
describes  as  reddish-copper.  He  regards  it  as  a  first-class  garden  Rose,  men- 
tioning the  good  substance  and  fragrance  of  the  appealing  blooms.  The 
Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  in  general  agreement  with  Dr.  Reid  but  would 
describe  the  colour  as  flaming  scarlet,  yellow  at  the  base.  It  certainly  stop- 
ped garden  visitors  in  their  tracks  but  performance  tapered  off  rather  badly 
in  the  autumn  due  to  blackspot. 

Picturesque,  H.T.  (Eddie  '50).  Mr.  Cooke  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is  not 
excited.  While  he  found  the  plant  both  vigorous  and  healthy  he  does  not 
care  for  the  washed-out  pink  blooms.  Mr.  Dufton  (3  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
commends  the  strong  plants  and  the  nicely  shaped  blooms  but  avoids  any 
reference  to  their  colour.  Like  Mr.  Cooke,  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is 
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not  favourably  impressed  with  the  blooms  which  he  considers  coarse  and 
unattractive  in  colour.  This  variety  has  found  a  friend  in  Mr.  Stephenson 
(2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  who  likes  the  long,  streamlined  buds  and  attractive 
pink  blooms.  His  plants  are  strong  and  healthy. 

Pinkie,  H.  Poly.  (Swim  '47).  Mr.  Carter  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  finds  the  plant 
sturdy  and  very  productive  of  small,  clear  pink  blooms  which  are  particu- 
larly attractive  in  the  bud  form.  He  considers  it  very  useful  for  small  flower 
arrangements.  It  has  also  found  favour  with  Mrs.  Marshall  who  emphasizes 
the  effectiveness  of  the  tiny  pink  buds  in  small  arrangements.  She  has  heard 
complaints  of  fading  but  in  her  semi-shady  garden  the  colour  has  been  well 
maintained.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  concedes  the  attractiveness 
of  the  buds  and  young  flower  but  complains  that  dead  petals  are  retained 
unduly  long.  He  considers  this  variety  useful  chiefly  for  edging  or  massing, 
the  dwarf,  healthy  plants  being  of  symmetrical  habit. 

Poulsen's  Delight,  H.  Poly.  (Poulsen  '48).  Mr.  Norton  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
reports  a  free-blooming,  moderately  vigorous  plant  producing  attractive 
single,  rose-pink  blooms. 

Queen  O'  the  Lakes,  H.T.  (Brownell  '49).  Mr.  Stollery  (2  pis.,  1  yr., 
Mult.)  is  unhappy  about  this  Rose.  He  describes  the  colour  as  an  unpleasant 
shade  of  red  and  adds  that  the  variety  appears  to  have  no  redeeming 
feature. 

Red  Ensign,  H.T.  (Norman  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett's  plant  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
suffered  an  accident  and  accomplished  little  until  autumn  when  it  com- 
menced making  strong  growth  so  he  has  faith  in  its  possibilities.  Mr.  Dew 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  subscribes  to  all  the  good  things  said  of  this  Rose.  He 
regards  it  as  an  exhibition  variety  and  refers  particularly  to  its  fragrance. 
Mr.  Dufton  (6  pis.,  1-3  yrs.,  Can.)  recommends  it  as  a  very  fragrant,  vigor- 
ous, glowing  red  exhibition  variety.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  had 
fairly  good  growth  and  high  quality  blooms  sparsely  produced.  He  has 
noted  a  tendency  toward  weak  necks.  Mr.  Mitchell  has  nothing  but  praise 
for  this  glowing  crimson  fragrant  variety  of  immaculate  form.  Dr.  Reid 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  ventures  the  opinion  that  this  may  become  our  best  red 
Hybrid  Tea.  He  refers  to  well-formed,  high-centred,  fragrant  blooms  borne 
on  strong  stems.  Mr.  Selwood  (3  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.)  compares  the  plant 
habit  to  that  of  Poinsettia.  He  admires  the  shapely  fragrant  blooms  of 
exhibition  type  and  asserts  that  this  variety  is  easily  grown.  Mr.  Snowdon 
(4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  admires  the  bright  crimson  colour  of  the  blooms  which 
were  sparsely  produced  on  plants  that  failed  to  make  much  growth. 
Mr.  Stephenson,  cautious  fellow,  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  would  like  to  observe 
this  Rose  for  another  season  before  hazarding  an  opinion.  Mr.  Stollery 
(2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  has  considerable  respect  for  the  quality  of  the  blooms 
which,  however,  were  inclined  to  ball  in  wet  weather.  He  is  hopeful  that 
when  established  the  plants  will  be  more  productive.  The  first  impressions 
of  the  Editor  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  were  in  line  with  Dr.  Reid's  prediction  but 
we  consider  it  insufficiently  floriferous  to  attain  that  high  position.  It  is, 
however,  an  excellent  Rose  and  our  best  bloom  of  the  1951  season  was  a 
specimen  of  Red  Ensign.  The  colour  in  early  summer  is  somewhat  lighter 
than  that  of  its  sister,  Ena  Harkness. 

Red  Pinocchio,  H.  Poly.  (Boerner  '48).  Mr.  Bedford  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
considers  this  Rose  well  worth  a  place  in  the  garden  despite  the  fact  that  it 
does  not  bloom  as  freely  as  its  pink  parent.  He  admires  the  neat  flowers  of 
deep  crimson. 

Rod  Stillman,  H.T.  (Hamilton  '48).  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Od.)  con- 
siders that,  when  established,  this  Australian  variety  may  prove  to  be  a 
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fine  pink  variety,  suitable  for  bedding.  After  a  long  journey  by  air,  and 
with  no  rest  period  because  of  the  reversal  of  seasons,  it  failed  to  make  much 
growth  in  its  first  season.  We  found  the  shapely  blooms  very  attractive, 
however,  and  are  hopeful. 

Rose  of  Freedom,  H.T.  (Swim  '48).  Mrs.  Naismith  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.) 
had  excellent  growth  but  complains  that  the  foliage  is  very  susceptible  to 
both  mildew  and  blackspot.  She  found  it  a  prolific  bloomer,  particularly  in 
the  autumn,  and  the  blooms  carry  a  powerful  fragrance. 
San  Fernando,  H.T.  (Morris  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.), 
Mr.  Dufton  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.)  are  in 
agreement  that  the  plant  characteristics  are  satisfactory  and  that  the  at- 
tractiveness of  the  fragrant,  bright  crimson  blooms  is  undeniable,  but  that 
these  are  very  sparsely  produced. 

Souvenir  de  Jacques  Verschuren,  H.T.  (Verschuren-Pechtold  '49).  The 
impressions  of  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  are  that  this  orange-salmon 
Rose  can  be  classified  as  a  satisfactory  garden  variety  although  not  out- 
standing. It  made  fair  growth  and  the  blooms  were  colourful. 

Spek's  Yellow,  H.T.  (Spek  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports 
strong,  erect  growth  and  satisfactory  bloom  production.  He  found  the 
blooms  deficient  in  petallage  but  the  colour  sun-resistant.  Mr.  Dufton 
(6  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  says  "A  standout  as  regards  colour  but  the  growth  ap- 
pears weak."  Mrs.  Marshall  (6  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  disappointed.  Her 
plants  appear  weak  and  poorly  shaped  and  bloom  production  has  been 
below  expectations.  Mr.  Mitchell  reports  good  growth  with  large,  glossy 
foliage  which  blackspots.  He  likes  the  blooms  in  their  early  stages  of 
development.  It  has  a  friend  in  Mrs.  Naismith  (3  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  who 
proclaims  it  a  good  exhibition  Rose  and  superior  to  McGredy's  Yellow! 
That  is  high  praise,  indeed,  and  she  adds  that  the  colour  is  more  intense 
than  that  of  any  other  yellow  variety  and  is  well  held.  Mr.  Norton  (3  pis., 
1  yr.,  Can.)  regards  it  as  a  good  bedding  Rose — floriferous,  with  unfading 
colour  and  no  evidence  of  disease.  Dr.  Reid  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  1  Mult.,  1  Can.) 
considers  thit  inferior  to  both  Mme.  Yves  Latieulle  and  Ellinor  Le  Grice. 
While  his  growth  is  tall  the  blooms  are  produced  from  single,  unbranched 
stems  from  the  base,  making  it  unsuitable  for  bedding.  The  blooms,  how- 
ever, were  attractive  and  sun-resistant.  Di.  Rolph  (6  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
continues  to  regard  this  variety  highly  because  of  its  vigour  and  the  at- 
tractiveness of  its  buds  and  young  blooms.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
likes  it  on  account  of  its  splendid  colour,  nice  shape  in  the  bud  form  and  free- 
flowering  habit.  Mr.  Snowdon  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  an  abundance  of 
small,  strong  yellow  blooms  on  plants  lacking  in  vigour.  His  plants,  al- 
though small,  continued  to  bloom  throughout  the  season.  The  Editor, 
^3  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can. J  like  Dr.  Reid,  considers  that  the  habit  of  growth  of 
this  Rose  makes  it  unsuitable  as  a  bedder.  The  blooms,  however,  are  at- 
tractive and  it  has  its  moments. 

Sunnymaid,  H.  Poly.  (Fletcher  '49).  For  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
this  variety  failed  to  accomplish  much  in  its  first  year  and  the  bright  yellow 
colour  faded  rather  badly.  The  few  blooms  produced  displayed  more  of  the 
characteristics  of  a  Hybrid  Tea  than  of  a  Hybrid  Polyantha. 
Sutter's  Gold,  H.T.  (Swim  '49).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  R.R.),  Mr. 
Bedford  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Mrs.  Burgess  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  are  in 
agreement  in  admiring  the  brilliant  colour  and  form  of  the  buds  and  young 
blooms,  although  they  did  not  find  it  a  heavy  bloomer.  Their  plants  were 
vigorous  and  healthy.  The  experience  of  Mr.  Cooke  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.) 
was  similar  but  he  considers  it  a  free  bloomer  and  he  mentions  that  the 
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blooms  are  delightfully  fragrant  although  of  poor  form  when  fully  open.  The 
latter  fault  is  mentioned  also  by  Mr.  Dew  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  who  reports 
tall  vigorous  growth  and  scanty  foliage.  The  quality  of  the  blooms  im- 
proved in  autumn — a  comment  also  made  by  Mrs.  Burgess.  Mr.  Dufton 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  and  Mr.  Mitchell  pay  tribute  to  the  strong  growth  and 
beauty  of  the  orange-carmine  buds  but  regret  the  poor  form  of  the  open 
blooms.  Mrs.  Naismith  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  finds  it  best  in  cool  weather. 
She  is  in  love  with  the  buds  which,  however,  open  too  quickly,  especially  in 
midsummer.  She  also  comments  favourably  on  the  beautiful  foliage  and 
the  delightful  fragrance  of  the  colourful  blooms.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr., 
Mult.)  likes  the  long  stems,  brilliant  colour  and  intense  fragrance  as  well  as 
the  large,  clean  waxy  foliage,  but  points  out  that  the  blooms  lose  their  at- 
tractiveness when  fully  expanded.  This  Rose  evidently  performs  admirably 
on  the  Pacific  Coast  as  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.),  a  conservative 
critic,  is  cheering  for  it  and  will  increase  his  planting.  He  reports  excellent 
growth,  prolific  bloom  and  brilliant  colour.  The  blooms,  although  a  little 
shy  on  petallage  have  considerable  substance  and  a  rich  fragrance.  The 
Editor's  experience  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  R.R.)  parallels  that  of  other  Ontario  com- 
mentators. He  finds  the  plant  habit  satisfactory  and  the  buds  captivating 
but  they  fail  to  fulfil  their  early  promise. 

Suzon  Lotthe,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  Mr.  Cottrelle  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
considers  this  a  choice  variety,  mentioning  particularly  its  good  growth  and 
high-quality  blooms.  Mr.  Dufton  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  vigorous 
growth  and  plenty  of  fragrant  blooms  of  fine  form  but  the  colour — pale  pink 
edged  with  lavender — leave?  him  cold.  The  odd  colour  appeals  to  Mr. 
Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  who  also  refers  to  splendid  growth  and  good 
bloom  production.  Mrs.  Naismith  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  recommends  this 
Rose  with  confidence.  She  describes  the  large,  shapely  blooms  with  their 
sixty  petals  as  hydrangea  pink  and  fragrant.  She  also  admires  the  healthy, 
dark  green  foliage.  The  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  quite  pleased  with  its 
first-year  performance,  although  it  does  take  a  little  time  to  get  accustomed 
to  the  unusual  colour. 

Symphonie,  H.T.  (Meilland  '49).  For  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  it 
made  moderate  growth  but  he  is  not  impressed  by  the  blooms  although  the 
buds  were  attractive.  It  performed  well  for  Mr.  Cottrelle  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
in  its  first  year.  Mrs.  Naismith  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  considers  it  a  fairly  good 
pink  Rose  although  inferior  to  Suzon  Lotthe.  She  found  the  foliage  subject 
to  disease.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  describes  the  colour  as  deep  rose 
pink  with  a  light  magenta  shading,  brilliant  in  the  early  stages.  The  large 
blooms  open  out  wide  and  flat  and  are  sweetly  scented.  He  considers  it 
worth  a  place  in  the  garden  although,  perhaps,  not  outstanding.  The  first- 
year  impressions  of  the  Editor  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  were  not  favourable.  We 
did  not  find  the  colour  pleasing  and  the  blooms  seemed  to  us  somewhat 
coarse.  Growth  was  only  fair  and  the  foliage  showed  blackspot  in  Sep- 
tember. We  shall  reserve  judgment  on  this  seedling  of  Peace. 

Taffeta,  H.T.  (Swim  '48).  Mr.  Cooke  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  had  weak  growth 
but  he  enjoyed  the  attractive  blooms  which  were  sparsely  produced.  It  has 
been  a  great  source  of  pleasure  to  Mrs.  Marshall  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  R.R.)  who 
considers  it  appropriately  named.  She  found  the  growth  vigorous  and  is 
intrigued  by  the  striking  and  ever-changing  colour  of  the  blooms  with  the 
dark,  glossy  foliage  as  a  setting.  Mr.  Mitchell  also  refers  to  the  beautiful 
colour — a  blend  of  pink  and  gold — and  the  handsome  reddish  foliage,  but  he 
found  the  growth  only  fair  and  bloom  production  below  his  expectations. 
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Tahiti,  H.T.  (Meilland  '47).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pL,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  not  fond  of 
the  blooms  although  his  plant  grew  well.  The  comment  of  Mr.  Dufton 
(3  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is  brief.  He  says  "Not  as  good  as  its  parent.  Peace." 
For  Mr.  Mitchell,  however,  it  provided  the  greatest  thrill  of  all  the  new- 
comers. He  considers  it  an  improvement  on  Peace,  referring  in  glowing 
terms  to  strong  growth  and  huge  flowers  which  have  a  flush  o*  cheery  pink 
spread  over  the  whole  bloom.  Mr.  Stephenson  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also 
thinks  well  of  it,  intimating  that  it  is  similar  to  its  famous  parent  but 
brighter  in  colour  and  with  a  good  constitution.  It  failed  to  quicken  the 
Editor's  pulse  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  although  he  admits  that  the  growth  was 
satisfactory.  Those  who  like  the  colour  of  Peace  probably  will  accord  an 
enthusiastic  reception  to  Tahiti,  Haisha  and  Minerve,  which  are  variations 
of  it.  We  are  inclined,  however,  to  regard  them  a?  a  group  of  dirty  faces! 

Tallyho,  H.T.  (Swim  '48).  Mr.  Carter  (1  pi.,  2  yrj.,  R.R.)  is  dissatisfied 
both  with  growth  and  bloom  production.  Mr.  Mitchell  obtains  erect, 
vigorous  growth  but  is  critical  oi  the  colour  of  the  two-toned  pink  blooms, 
alleging  a  lack  of  lustre.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  describes  it  as  a  good, 
strong  garden  Rose  of  very  attractive  colour  and  heavy  fragrance.  He 
found  that  the  tips  of  the  petals  burned  in  the  July  sun  and  recommends 
cutting  in  the  bud  stage.  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Mult.)  classifies  it  as  a 
good  Rose  in  most  respects,  especially  in  the  lasting  quality  of  the  blooms. 
The  colour,  however,  distresses  him.  Mrs.  Wilson  (2  pis.,  2-3  yrs.,  R.R.) 
proclaims  it  an  excellent  Rose  for  all  purposes.  Her  plants  have  displayed 
great  vigour — reaching  a  height  of  five  feet.  Like  Mr.  Selwood,  the  Editor 
(1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  disliked  the  colour  in  midsummer  but  the  autumn 
blooms  were  beautiful — and  borne  well  aloft  on  long,  straight  stems.  We 
like  it. 

Tantau's  Triumph,  H.  Poly.  (Tantau  '47).  Mr.  Dufton  (3  pis.,  2  yrs., 
Can  J  and  the  Editor  (2  pis.,  3  yrs.,  Can.)  are  in  agreement  that  the  plants 
are  healthy  and  vigorous,  and  the  orange-tomato  colour  very  startling. 
There  was  some  fading,  however,  and  bloom  production  could  have  been 
better. 

Valiant,  H.T.  (Boerner  '48).  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Mult.)  is  quite 
favourably  disposed  toward  this  Rose.  He  reports  well  shaped,  fragrant 
blooms  of  a  shade  somewhat  lighter  than  that  of  Poinsettia,  produced 
freely  on  a  strong  plant. 

Verschuren's  Pink,  H.T.  (Verschuren  '48).  Mr.  Bartlett  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can. j  accords  it  a  high  rating  as  a  bedding  Rose.  He  finds  it  very  produc- 
tive of  shapely  blooms  of  attractive  colour.  Mr.  Dew  (3  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  is 
very  pleased  with  its  first-year  performance.  He  calls  it  a  hard  worker, 
continuing  to  bloom  well  into  late  autumn,  and  he  admires  the  well  formed, 
fragrant  blooms.  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  found  the  growth  and 
foliage  good  but  the  blooms  poor  in  quality.  He  would  like  to  see  it  as  an 
established  plant.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  admires  the  shapely  blooms 
of  very  pure  pink  colour  but  complains  that  there  were  too  few  of  them.  He 
found  the  growth  only  fair.  Mr.  Selwood  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  describes  the 
blooms  as  larger  and  more  fragrant  than  those  of  Picture  and  a  softer  shade 
of  pink.  It  has  an  admirer  in  Mr.  Snowdon  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  who  is  very 
pleased  with  the  lovely  pink  blooms  which  last  for  several  days  and  which 
are  freely  produced  on  vigorous  plants.  The  Editor  (2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.) 
considers  it  one  of  the  best  pink  bedders. 

Victoria,  H.T.  (Robinson  '48).  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  a  bushy 
plant  which  produces  light  yellow  blooms  of  good  form.  It  was  in  a  shady 
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position  and  he  plans  to  move  it.  (The  parents  of  this  Rose  are  Golden 
Dawn  and  Phyllis  Gold  and  it  is  reported  to  be  a  good  exhibition  variety  in 
England — Ed.) 

Virgo,  H.T.  (Mallerin  '47).  Mr.  Mitchell  received  a  small  plant  but  is 
hopeful  of  great  things  to  come.  The  blooms  are  pure  white  and  of  perfect 
form.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  burns  his  bridges  behind  him  and  asserts 
that  this  is  the  best  white  Rose  introduced  in  the  last  twenty  years!  He 
reports  erect  growth,  not  branching,  dark  olive  green  foliage  and  perfectly 
formed  snow-white  blooms  of  ample  substance. 

Viscount  South  wood,  H.T.  (Cobley  '49).  Mr.  Selwood  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.) 
describes  the  colour  as  a  beautiful  blend  of  carmine,  light  pink,  peach  and 
copper,  the  blooms  being  of  good  size  and  the  plant  habit  good.  The  Editor 
(1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  concurs  in  Mr.  Selwood's  colour  description  but  in  its 
first  year  our  plant  failed  to  make  much  growth.  We  shall  continue  to 
observe  it  with  interest  because  the  blooms  are  very  attractive. 

Wheatcroft's  Gold,  H.T.  (Wheatcroft  '48).  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  2  yrs., 
Can.)  found  second-year  growth  and  bloom  production  excellent.  The 
bright  yellow,  shapely  blooms  hold  their  colour  well. 

Welcome,  H.T.  (Dickson  '45).  While  this  Rose  is  actually  too  old  for 
inclusion  in  this  review,  it  is  not  well  known  and  appears  to  have  consider- 
able merit.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  describes  the  growth  as  tall  and 
vigorous,  and  he  has  great  respect  for  the  bright,  rose-pink,  fragrant  blooms 
oi  perfect  form  and  heavy  substance.  He  regards  it  as  an  excellent  variety. 
Mr.  Snowdon  (4  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  reports  large,  bright  pink  blooms  of  good 
form,  but  not  too  many  of  them.  He  also  finds  the  colour  a  little  hard. 

Wilfred  Pickles,  H.T.  (Mee  '49).  Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  not 
enthusiastic  over  this  variety.  While  growth  is  fairly  strong  and  first-crop 
blooms  of  good  quality,  those  which  follow  are  very  ordinary.  The  colour  is 
creamy-pink. 

William  Harvey,  H.T.  (Norman  '48).  Mr.  Dew  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  adds 
his  endorsement  to  the  many  fine  tributes  paid  to  this  Rose  and  considers 
the  blooms  to  be  ot  exhibition  calibre.  Mr.  Dufton  (6  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.) 
says  the  blooms  are  often  of  exhibition  size  but  that  his  plants  lack  vigour. 
Mr.  Littlejohn  (1  pi.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  thinks  highly  of  the  substantial,  shapely, 
fragrant  blooms  but  finds  that  many  of  them  are  too  heavy  for  the  stems. 
Mr.  Mitchell  applauds  the  large,  high-centred,  fragrant  blooms  and  reports 
good  growth.  Dr.  Reid  (1  pi.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  claims  this  to  be  the  best  formed 
crimson  Rose  in  his  garden  and  he  also  finds  it  a  free  bloomer.  He  has  failed, 
however,  to  detect  much  fragrance.  He  warns  that  for  exhibition  it  should 
not  be  cut  until  open  when  it  will  last  for  several  days.  If  cut  in  the  bud 
stage  it  may  wilt  and  refuse  to  open.  He  finds  the  stems  strong.  Mr.  Selwood 
(2  pis.,  2  yrs.,  Can.)  refers  to  it  as  a  splendid  exhibition  variety  and  also  a 
good  garden  Rose.  The  fragrant  shapely,  high-centred  blooms  are  de- 
scribed as  dusky  scarlet.  He  finds  the  growth  of  average  vigour.  Mr. 
Stephenson  (2  pis.,  1  yr.,  Can.)  also  commends  this  as  a  top  ranking  exhibi- 
tion variety  and  adds  that  the  bloom  will  outlajt  any  other  red  Rose.  The 
Editor  (2  pis.,  1-2  yrs.,  Can.)  is  tremendously  impressed  by  the  high  quality 
of  the  blooms  but  thus  far  his  plants  have  made  only  moderate  growth  in 
which  respect  they  do  not  equal  either  Ena  Harkness  or  Red  Ensign. 
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I.  The  members  of  the  Society  hereby  constitute  themselves  the  Rose 
Society  of  Ontario,  the  seat  of  which  shall  be  at  Toronto,  where  the  Records 
and  Library  shall  be  kept. 

II.  The  purposes  of  the  Society  are  to  study*  cultivate  and  exhibit 
Roses,  award  prizes  for  cultivation,  exhibition  of  and  essays  upon  Roses 
and  Rose  Culture;  to  acquire  a  Library  on  Rose  Culture  and  generally 
to  further  and  encourage  the  cultivation  and  study  of  Roses. 

III.  The  Society  shall  consist  of  its  Members  and  such  additional 
persons  as  shall  from  time  to  time  be  admitted  to  membership  by  the 
Board  of  Directors,  on  payment  of  the  fees  prescribed  by  the  rules. 

IV.  The  members  of  the  Society  shall  elect  by  ballot  from  amongst 
themselves  a  Board  of  Directors,  to  consist  of  twenty  members,  of  whom 
six  shall  form  an  Advisory  Board,  and  such  Board  of  Directors  shall  make 
rules,  and  perform  all  executive  and  administrative  duties;  and  six  shall 
form  a  quorum.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  elect  a  President  and  four 
Vice-Presidents,  who  shall  hold  office  for  one  year,  and  who  shall  be  eligible 
for  re-election. 

V.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  hold  office  for  one  year  from  the  date 
of  their  election,  and  until  their  successors  shall  be  elected,  and  all  mem- 
bers thereof  shall  be  eligible  for  re-election. 

VI.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  appoint  a  Secretary  and  a  Treasurer, 
both  of  which  offices  may  be  held  by  one  person,  who  shall  hold  office 
during  the  pleasure  of  the  Board,  and  shall  perform  such  duties  as  the 
Board  may  direct. 
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VII.  Any  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  who  shall  be  successively 
absent  from  three  duly  called  meetings  thereof,  without  the  consent  of 
the  Board,  shall  thereupon  cease  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board,  who  may 
then  proceed  to  fill  the  vacancy  as  hereinafter  provided. 

VIII.  If  any  vacancy  occurs  in  the  Board  of  Directors,  by  the  death, 
resignation  or  inability  to  act,  of  any  of  the  members  thereof,  the  other 
members  of  the  Board  may  appoint  another  to  fill  his  or  her  place,  to 
hold  office  on  the  same  terms  as  the  other  members  of  the  Board. 

IX.  The  members  of  the  Society  in  any  city  or  town  or  other  district 
of  Ontario  to  be  defined  by  the  Board  of  Directors,  may,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Board,  appoint  a  committee  for  such  city  or  town  or  other  district, 
and  may  elect  a  presiding  officer  thereof,  to  be  called  the  (name  of  the  city, 
town  or  district)  Vice-President,  for  the  management  of  such  local  affairs 
of  the  Society  not  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution  and  Rules,  as  may  be 
necessary,  and  members  so  acting  may  adopt  the  name  of  The  Rose  Society 
of  Ontario  (name  of  city,  town  or  district)  Branch. 

X.  Exhibitions  shall  be  held  in  Toronto,  and  may  be  held  at  other  points 
in  Ontario,  at  times  to  be  decided  upon  by  the  Board  of  Directors,  and 
prizes  may  be  given  at  such  Exhibitions. 

XI.  All  competitions  for  prizer  shall  be  divided  into  the  following  classes: 
Class  1.  —  Professional.  —  Comprising  all  such  persons  or  cor- 
porations as  carry  on  the  trade  of  growing  and  selling 
flowers. 

Class  2.  —  Semi-Professional  —  Comprising  all  persons  who  do  not 
grow  flowers  for  profit,  but  who  keep  gardeners,  not  other- 
wise employed. 

Class  3.  —  Semi-Amateur  —  Comprising  all  persons  who  do  not 
grow  flowers  for  profit,  but  who  have  the  occasional 
assistance  of  gardeners  in  the  cultivation  of  Roses,  not 
solely  employed  by  themselves. 

Class  4.  —  Amateur  —  Comprising  all  those  persons  who  do  not 
grow  flowers  for  profit,  and  who  cultivate  Roses  without 
the  assistance  of  skilled  gardeners,  but  who  may  employ 
a  labourer. 

Class  5.  —  Novice  —  Comprising  amateurs  who  have  never  exhibited 
Roses  before. 

Note: — Amateurs  and  Semi- Amateurs  may  compete  in  the  Profes- 
sional and  Semi-Professional  classes,  but  the  Professionals  and  Semi- 
Professionals  may  not  compete  in  the  Amateur  and  Semi-Amateur 
classes. 

XII.  The  Constitution  may  be  changed  in  any  respect  by  a  two-thirds 
vote  of  the  members  present  at  any  annual  meeting  of  the  Society. 
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XIII.  A  general  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Society  shall  be  held 
at  such  place  in  the  City  of  Toronto  as  the  Board  of  Directors  may  ap- 
point, in  the  month  of  October  each  year,  on  such  day  as  the  Board  shall 
appoint  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  a  report  from  the  Boaid  of  all  matters 
of  interest  and  business  during  the  preceding  year,  and  for  all  other  general 
purposes  relating  to  the  management  of  the  Society,  and  at  such  meeting, 
a  full  statement  of  the  finances  of  the  Society  for  the  year  shall  be  submitted 
by  the  Board.  Notice  of  such  annual  meeting  shall  be  mailed  to  each 
member  of  the  Society  not  later  than  ten  days  before  such  a  meeting  shall 
be  held. 

XIV.  A  special  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Society  may  be  called 
by  the  President  at  any  time,  or  such  a  special  meeting  shall  be  held  upon 
the  written  application  to  the  President  of  not  less  than  twenty  members 
of  the  Society,  to  consider  any  specified  business.  The  President  shall  at 
the  first  ensuing  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  lay  such  application 
before  the  meeting  and  the  Board  shall  appoint  a  date  for  such  special 
meeting  to  be  held  within  the  succeeding  two  weeks  at  some  place  in  the 
City  of  Toronto,  and  the  members  shall  be  notified  by  mail  not  later  than 
ten  days  before  such  a  meeting  shall  be  held. 

XV.  The  Board  of  Directors  may  elect  from  among  the  members  of  the 
Society,  in  recognition  of  outstanding  services,  an  Honorary  President 
and  four  Honorary  Vice-Presidents,  each  to  hold  office  for  one  year  and 
be  eligible  for  re-election.  The  Honorary  President  may  be  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  ex-officio. 


Rules  of  the  Rose  Society 
of  Ontario 

1.  The  subscription  to  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario  shall  be  two  dollars 
per  annum  for  Associate  members,  three  dollars  for  Active  members,  and 
five  dollars  for  Sustaining  members,  payable  in  advance  on  the  date  of 
the  annual  meeting,  and  not  later  than  the  first  day  of  January  of  each  year. 

2.  The  Rose  Society's  year  shall  end  on  30th  September  in  each  calendar 
year  and  the  accounts  shall  be  made  up  as  at  that  date  for  presentation  to 
the  annual  meeting 

3.  The  Board  of  Directors  may  form  such  committees  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  transaction  of  business. 

4.  Lectures  and  instructions  upon  Roses  and  their  culture  shall  be  given 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Society  at  such  times  and  places  as  the  Board  of 
Directors  may  determine. 

5.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  have  power  to  appoint  such  persons, 
not  necessarily  members  of  the  Society,  as  may  be  necessary  for  arranging 
for  the  Exhibition. 


BY-LAWS 
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6.  Affiliation  by  Horticultural  or  other  Rose  societies  may  be  granted 
upon  payment  of  a  fee  of  five  dollars  ($5.00),  or  through  membership. 
In  the  latter  event  to  qualify  at  least  ten  members  of  the  society  applying 
for  affiliation  must  be  members  of  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario.  Affiliated 
societies  are  entitled  to  a  silver  medal  from  The  Rose  Society  of  Ontario 
for  competition  in  the  Rose  section  of  their  local  shows,  provided,  however, 
that  there  are  at  least  three  exhibitors  in  the  competition  for  this  medal. 


By-Laws 

(Defining  the  duties  of  the  officers  and  Board  of  Directors) 

1 .  Special  meetings  may  be  called  at  any  time  by  order  of  the  President, 
and  may  be  called  at  the  written  request  of  five  members,  notice  of  which 
shall  be  sent  to  each  member  by  mail,  such  notice  to  specify  the  business 
which  is  the  occasion  of  the  call.  No  business  other  than  the  mentioned 
shall  be  transacted  at  such  meeting. 

2.  The  hour  of  meeting  shall  be  eight  o'clock  p.m.,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  President  or  Chairman. 

3.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  President  to  preside  at  all  meetings  of 
the  Society,  to  enforce  strict  observance  of  the  Constitution,  Rules  and 
By-Laws  of  the  Society,  to  appoint  all  committees  not  otherwise  provided 
for,  to  approve  all  orders  drawn  on  the  Treasurer  for  appropriations  of 
money  made  and  passed  at  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors,  and  to 
perform  such  other  duties  as  his  official  charge  may  require  of  him. 

5.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  one  of  the  Vice-Presidents  in  the  order  of 
his  seniority,  to  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  Society  in  the  absence  of 
the  President.  If  none  are  present  the  Society  shall  elect  a  president  pro 
tempore. 

5.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Honorary  Secretary  to  keep  correct  minutes 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Society,  to  keep  a  list  of  all  members,  of  the 
time  and  place  of  all  meetings  in  such  manner  as  may  be  directed,  and 
advise  them  of  all  notices  of  motion  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution. 
He  shall  receive  and  pay  over  to  the  Treasurer  all  moneys  due  and  be- 
longing to  the  Society,  receiving  receipt  therefor,  and  shall  draw  and 
countersign  all  orders  on  the  Treasurer,  approved  by  the  President.  It 
shall  be  his  duty  to  keep  record  of  all  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
and  each  member's  attendance  at  such  meetings,  and  in  his  annual  report 
state  the  number  of  meetings  held  and  how  many  each  member  attended. 
He  shall  also  preserve  all  books,  papers  and  other  documents  belonging 
to  the  Society,  and  upon  retiring  from  office  deliver  all  such  to  his  successor. 
He  shall  perform  all  other  duties  usually  pertaining  to  that  office,  and  at 
the  annual  meeting  render  a  complete  report  of  the  membership  and 
conditions  of  the  Society. 
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6.  The  Treasurer  shall  receive  from  the  Honorary  Secretary  all  moneys, 
giving  a  receipt  therefor,  and  pay  them  out  only  on  an  authorized  order 
from  the  Secretary,  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors,  and  counter- 
signed by  the  President  or  nominee  of  the  Board.  He  shall  keep  a  proper 
record  of  his  receipts  and  disbursements,  subject  to  the  inspection  of  the 
Society  and  shall  deliver  to  his  successor  all  moneys,  books  and  other 
property  belonging  to  the  Society  which  may  be  in  his  possession,  and  at 
the  annual  meeting  or  when  otherwise  required,  he  shall  furnish  a  complete 
report  of  his  office,  producing  vouchers  for  all  money  paid  out.  He  shall 
furnish  such  bond  for  the  faithful  performance  of  his  duties  as  the  Board 
shall  direct,  the  cost  of  same  to  be  paid  by  the  Society. 

7.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Directors  to  have  full  charge 
of  the  working  interests  of  the  Society;  they  shall  aid  the  President  in 
the  management  of  the  Society  between  its  sessions,  and  shall  report 
on  such  matters  as  may  be  assigned  to  them  for  consideration  on  a  vote 
of  the  Society  at  its  meetings. 

8.  All  members  of  the  Society  who  are  in  good  standing  shall  be  eligible 
for  any  office  in  the  Society.  The  President,  Vice-Presidents,  Secretary, 
and  Treasurer  shall  be  ex-officio  members  of  all  committees. 

9.  Six  Directors  shall  constitute  a  quorum  for  the  transaction  of  business 
at  any  authorized  meetings  of  the  Board. 

10.  The  members  named  first  on  any  committee  shall  act  as  Chairman 
until  another  is  chosen  by  the  said  committee. 

1 1 .  Parliamentary  usages  shall  be  observed  in  all  debates  and  discussions. 

12.  In  the  election  of  officers,  a  ballot  shall  be  taken  for  the  President 
and  the  Vice-Presidents,  and  it  shall  require  a  majority  of  the  votes  cast  to 
elect  each  such  officer,  and  when  three  or  more  candidates  are  nominated, 
the  one  receiving  the  lowest  number  of  votes  on  each  ballot  shall  be  dropped 
from  the  list  until  only  two  remain,  or  until  one  shall  have  received  a  major- 
ity of  the  votes  cast.  In  balloting  for  Directors  the  twenty  candidates 
receiving  the  highest  number  of  votes  shall  be  elected  and  all  ballot  papers 
used  shall  bear  the  stamp  of  the  Society. 

13.  No  person  shall  be  elected  to  the  office  of  President  of  the  Society 
for  more  than  two  years  in  succession,  and  a  period  of  two  successive  years 
shall  intervene  between  any  terms  of  office  so  held. 

14.  The  President  may  appoint  a  Nominating  Committee  whose  duty 
it  will  be  to  prepare  a  list  of  twenty  members  who,  from  their  interest 
in  the  Society,  will  undertake  to  act  on  the  Board  of  Directors,  and  shall 
nominate  the  same  at  the  General  Meeting.  These  names  shall  be  printed 
On  a  ballot  slip,  but  such  action  of  a  Nominating  Committee  shall  not  pre- 
vent further  alternative  names  being  added  by  members  by  nomination 
at  the  General  Meeting. 

15.  By-Laws  may  be  made,  altered  or  repealed  at  a  meeting  called  in 
accordance  with  the  Constitution. 
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ROSES  FROM  ENGLAND 

The  little  man  with  his  Harkness' 
Roses  will  be  familiar  to  many 
English  Rose  growers.  He's  got  a 
long  way  to  go  to  Canada,  so  we  pack  the  Roses  in  fresh, 
soft,  Welsh  moss,  and  despatch  to  connect  fast  CP. 
Express  sailings;  or  by  Air  or  Post  if  required.  Grown  by 
our  specialist  British  staff,  the  Roses  mature  so  hard- 
wooded  that  Canadians  say  they  transplant  excellently. 
The  stock  comprises  new  and  old  varieties,  selected  as 
the  best  in  commerce.  They  are  described  in  our 
Illustrated  Overseas  Catalogue,  a  free  copy  of  which 
would  be  gladly  sent  on  request. 

R.  HARKNESS  &  CO. 

The  Rose  Gardens 
HITCHIN,  HERTFORDSHIRE,  ENGLAND 


ROSE  DUST 

HERE'S  REAL  NEWS  FOR  ROSE  GROWERS! 

Green  Cross  now  have  in  their  line,  a  dust 
expressly  for  rose  pest  control.  This  one  pro* 
duct  in  a  single  package  controls  both  insects 
and  diseases.  As  an  added  feature,  it  is  pack- 
aged in  a  ready-to-use  pumper  gun. 

At  your  local  garden-supply  dealer  for  90c 

GREEN  CROSS  INSECTICIDES 
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EATON'S 


FOR  BEAUTIFUL 
LAWNS 

GLEN  EATON 

LAWN   GRASS  SEED 


GLENEATON  lawn  grass  seed  is 
excellent  for  open  sunny  places. 
It  gives  rich  uniform  colour  and  is 
outstanding  for  durability  and 
permanence.  Formulated  to  be 
one  of  the  finest  lawn  seeds 
available. 

Also  illustrated  is  EATON'S 
"Shady  Place"  seed  for  lawns  that 
are  in  the  partial  shade  and 
EATON'S  "Thrift"  for  country 
lawns  where  artificial  watering  is 
not  available. 

Your  Best  Buy  is  an  EATON  Brand 

<*T.  EATON  C°,,T„ 
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QUALITY 

ROSE  BUSHES 

for 

Exhibition  Purposes 
and  Home 
Gardening 

* 

Superb 
New  Varieties 
Old  Favorites 


Free  Catalogue 

H.  M.  EDDIE  and  SONS,  LTD. 

W.  41st  and  Marine  Drive  Vancouver,  B.C. 

"Canada's  Largest  Rose  Growers" 


McCONNELL'S 

Seventy-two  Page  Illustrated  1952  Catalogue 
"Hardy  Plants  for  Canadian  Homes" 
SEND  FOR  FREE  COPY 

ROSES -  Over  100  choice  varieties  including  Brownell  Hybrid 
Teas,  Floribundas,  Climbers,  and  many  new  Roses  such  as 
Vogue,  Suzon  Lotthe,  Symphonie,  Fashion,  Peace,  etc. 

ORNAMENTALS— Evergreens,  Flowering  and  Shade  Trees, 
Flowering  Shrubs,  Vines,  Hardy  Perennials  in  Complete 
Assortment. 

HARDY  GARDEN  CH  RYSANTH  EM  U  MS — A  specialty 
with  McConnell's.  Over  100  superb  varieties  in  various 
types  and  colors. 

FRUITS — A  Full  Line  of  Tree  and  Bush  Fruits,  Asparagus  and 
Rhubarb  Roots. 

The  McConnell  Nursery  Co.  Ltd. 

PORT  BURWELL,  ONTARIO 
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New  and 
Outstanding 

IRIS 

AN  IDEAL  HARDY 
PERENNIAL 


CATALOGUE  ON  REQUEST 


154  Sydenham  St. 
LONDON,  Ont. 


THE  blooms  and  foliage  of 
your  rose  garden  are  al' 
ways  at  their  best  when 
protected  by 

POMO-GREEN 

WITH  NICOTINE 

All-in-one  dust  or  spray  for 
professional  and  amateur 
gardens,  specially  effective 
against  rose  diseases,  and 
aphids  and  other  insects. 
1-lb  can  75  cents  for  small 
gardens;  5-lb  can  $3.00  for 
large  gardens  and  profes- 
sional use.  Its  leaf-bloom 
colour  keeps  foliage  looking 
fresh  and  green. 

Niagara  Brand  Spray  Co.  Limited 

BURLINGTON,  ONT. 


SEEDS 


PLANTS   -   ROSE  BUSHES   -  BULBS 

Write  for  Webb's  new  catalogues  containing  full  list  of  the  best  varieties 
of  flower  and  vegetable  seeds  and  all  the  latest  and  finest  in  Bulbs 
Shrubs,  Vines,  Perennial  and  other  plants  you  will  need  to  make 
your  garden  beautiful  in  1952. 

Address  your  request  for  Catalogues  to  Dept.  "R" 
or  telephone  EM.  4-7353 

EDWARD  WEBB  &  SONS  (Canada)  LIMITED 

145  KING  ST.  E.,  TORONTO 
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Make  Money  Work  for  You 


So  long  as  you  spend  all  the  money  you 
make,  you  are  working  for  money.  But  once 
you  begin  to  save  some  of  that  money,  it 
starts  to  work  for  you. 


THE  BANK  OF  NOVA  SCOTIA 


Save  REDECORATING 

IN  HOMES  -  CHURCHES  - 
BUILDINGS 

Beaut\-  and  freshness  are  re- 
stored to  your  walls,  whether 
papered,  painted  or  more  ex- 
pensively decorated.  All  muss 
and  confusion  as  when  having 
painters  is  avoided  by  our 
renovating  methods  and  you 
have  new,  beautiful,  long-lasting 
walls  at  small  cost. 
Let  us  demonstrate  this 
remarkable  work  on  the 
walls  of  your  home,  church 
or  place  of  business,  and 
furnish  an  estimate  on  your 
requirements  whether  large 
or  small. 

WE  RENOVATE  BY  SPECIAL  PROCESSES 

Wallpapers  ...  of  every  description  Church  .  .  .  and  theatre  decorations 

Painted   surfaces  .   .   .   flat  or  gloss  Stucco  .  .  .  and  caenstone  surfaces 

Cottoned    ceilings    .    .    .    and    walls  Metal  ceilings  .  .  .  Kalsomined  surfaces 

Blended    or    .    .    .    tinted    surfaces  Lincrusta  .  .  .  and  leatherette  papers 

Enamelled  walls  .  .  .  and  woodwork  Paintings    Murals    Ornamental  work 

Glazed  or  .   .   .   ivory  finished  walls  Decorations     of     every  description 

INVESTIGATE  BEFORE  REDECORATING 
A.  TEOLIS,  LIMITED 

4  Collier  St.,  Toronto  PRincess  1467 
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CULTIVATE 

A  Good  Insurance 
Program  Through  a 
Good  Company — All 
Lines  of  Insurance 
Except  Life 

The  GENERAL  ACCIDENT  Group 

BRANCHES  OR  AGENCIES  IN  ALL  CITIES  AND  TOWNS 


ROSES 

are  with  us 

A  SPECIALTY 

Most  complete  list 
in  Canada 

Write  for  our 

1952-53 
CATALOGUE 

W.  H.  PERRON  &  CO. 

LIMITED 

Seedsmen  and 
Nurserymen 

935  St-Lawrence  Blvd. 
Montreal 


Dickson's  Hawlmark  Roses 

Budded  on 
ROSA  CANINA 

From  time  to  time  our 
Canadian  friends  have 
asked  us  "Why  is  it  we  have 
fewer  deaths  and  get  longer 
life  from  your  trees?" 
We  are  convinced  the 
answer  is  because  they  are 
budded  on  selected  Rosa 
Canina  understock. 
In  our  experience  it  pro- 
duces hardier  and  more 
reliable  roses. 

CATALOGUES  free  from: 

ALEX  DICKSON  & 
SONS,  LTD. 

Hawlmark,  Newtownards,  N.  Ireland 

Nurserymen  by 
appointment  to 
H.  M.  The  Queen. 

Established  1836 
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LAYRITZ 
NURSERIES  LTD. 

VICTORIA,  B.C. 
Established  over  60  years 


EVERYTHING  IN 
NURSERY  STOCK 


Fruit  Trees 
Ornamental  Trees  & 
Shrubs 

ROSES 

Fine  selection  of  strong 
field-grown  plants 
including  the  Latest 
Novelties. 

Write  for  Catalogue. 


Finest  in  FLOWER 
and  VEGETABLE 
SEEDS 

Annuals  &  Perennials 

Interesting  Lists  of 
Roses — Gladiolus 
Lilies — Dahlias 

Send  for  1952  Catalogue 

GEO.  KEITH  &  SONS  LTD. 

124  King  St.  E.        Toronto,  On t. 
Phone  EM.  6-5871 
Seed  "Merchants  Since  1866 


Start  it  with  as  little  as  a  dollar,  and  .  .  . 

WATCH  IT  GROW . .  and  GROW . .  and  GROW 
O 

PEN  a  Savings  Account  at  The  Commerce 
today,  make  regular  deposits  and  watch  your  account 
grow  . . .  and  grow  . . .  and  grow. 

A  healthy  Savings  Account  is  a  good  thing  to  have 
behind  you.  You  know  it's  always  there — ready  to 
help  you  in  any  eventuality — ready  to  help  you  over 
some  financial  stile. 

See  your  local  Commerce  Manager  today. 

The  Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce 

"The  Commerce" 
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For  Your  Garden  of  Roses . . .  h 

Select  your  lovely,  hardy  rose  bushes 
from  Simpson's  Garden  Shop.  It  opens 
on  April  1st  .  .  .  shop  early  for  your 
favourites. 

Garden  Shop 

Customers'  Parking  Garage 
Richmond  Street — Opposite  Store 


^ S  \s\ 


ROSES 

Latest  &  Best  Varieties 

Home-grown  and 
Hardv 

Catalogue  free,  send 
for  it  to-day. 

Central  Nurseries 
Limited 

A.  G.  HULL  &  Son 
St.  Catharines,  Ont. 


Also  general  line  of  Nursery 
stock 


For  All  your 
banking  requirements 

IMPERIAL 
BANK 

OF  CANADA 

BRANCHES 
FROM  COAST  TO  COAST 

"YOURS  FOR  SERVICE" 
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ONTARIO  AND  MARITIME  LAW  FORMS 
EMBOSSED  LETTERHEADS  OFFICE  STATIONERY 


PRINTING 


LITHOGRAPHING 


Newsome  &  Gilbert  Limited 

620  KING  STREET  WEST 
TORONTO 

"Quality  Stationers  to  the  Legal  Profession  Since  1880" 


TRIOGEN  DUST— 1  lb.  $1.10 


TRI-OGEN 

The  all-purpose  spray 
A-Small  Kit  $  2.75 

B-Medium  Kit  7.15 
C-Large  Kit  11.00 
D-Estate  Kit  35.00 


SEELY  B 

32  LOWTHER  AVENUE 


5  lb.  $4.65 

FUNGTROGEN 

Black  Spot  and  Mildew 
4  ounces  -  $  .55 
8  ounces  -  1.10 
16  ounces  -  1.65 
32  ounces        -  2.75 


BRUSH   &  CO. 

TORONTO  5,  ONT. 


Here  is  a 

uniquely  helpful  .  .  . 
"How-To-Do-It"  book 

Can 

by  Cynthia  Westcott 

Invaluable,  whether  you  have 
hundreds  of  roses  or  are  put- 
ting in  a  simple  selection  for 
the  first  time.  Easy  to  under- 
stand— many  useful  charts 
and  illustrations. 
A  perfect  gift  for  rose  lovers. 

At  Your  Bookseller  $2.75 

D.  VAN  NOSTRAND 
COMPANY  (Canada)  Ltd. 

-  Publishers  - 
228  Bloor  St.  W.,  Toronto 


We  Rent — 

Wheel  Chairs,  Hospital 
Beds  and  Mattresses. 
We  Sell- 
Nurses',  Physicians' 
and  Hospital  Supplies 

THE  J.  F.  HARTZ 
CO.  LTD. 

TORONTO 
MONTREAL  HALIFAX 


Alger  Press 
Limited 

PRINTERS 
LITHOGRAPHERS 


Oshj 


Toronto 
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EVERGREENS 
TREES        SHRUBS  VINES 
ROSES 
ALPINES  PERENNIALS 

Our  new  illustrated  catalogue  contains  an  extensive 
list  of  varieties  with  descriptions*  Copy  mailed  free 
on  request. 

n'  SHERIDAN  NURSERIES  u*m 

Head  Office:  4  St.  Thomas  St.,  Toronto  5. 
Nurseries:      Sheridan  and  Clarkson,  Ont. 
Sales  Stations: 

1186  Bay  St.  (at  Bloor)  Toronto 
2827  Yonge  St.  (at  Strathgowan)  Toronto 
Lakeshore  Highway  at  Clarkson,  Ont. 
5975  Cote  des  Neiges  Rd.,  Montreal,  P.Q. 
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VAN  ROSSEM 
ROSES 

The  best  of  the  old  and 
new  Roses,  grown  by  this 
world-famous  firm  again 
available.  Budded  on 
canina. 

Rolcut  Secateurs 

The  ideal  pruners  for 
Roses.  Made  in  England, 
awarded  Silver  Medal,  Na- 
tional Rose  Society. 

Phone  or  Write  for 
catalogues 

C.  A.  CRUICKSHANK 

Canadian  Distributor 
1015  Mount  Pleasant  Rd., 
HUdson  8292    Toronto  12 


Roses  in  June 
Glads  in  August 

An  ideal  combination 

Gladalogue  Free 
LEONARD  W.  BUTT 

Huttonville  Ontario 


QUALITY 
GLADIOLUS 

Catalogue  on  Request 
of  Leading  Varieties 

C.  C.  MARSHALL 

Ancaster  Ontario 


A  GREEN  THUMB  HELPS 

with  money,  too!  Not  the  popular  idea  of . 

green  thumb.    But  what  you  know  it  to  be  in  truth:  a 
mixture  of  careful  planning  and  constant  attention. 
Like  the  rose,  money  thrives  on  such  a  mixture.  And  you'll 
find  this  happy  combination  in  Personal  Planning.   With  one 
exception :    Personal  Planning  does  away  with  most  of  the 
hard  work  implied  in  "constant  attention". 
Personal  Planning  shows  you  the  simple  way  to  work  out  the 
budget-plan  most  likely  to  produce  green^thunxb  results  from 
your  income.  It  shows  you  how  to  suit  your  plan  to  the  par- 
ticular "climate"  of  your  needs  and  wishes.  And  it  helps  you 
to  cultivate  an  attitude  toward  money  problems  that  will 
ensure  you  a  rich  harvest  of  peace  of  mind  and  security. 
Ask  for  your  free  copy  of  "Personal 
Planning"  at  your  nearest  B  of  M 
branch  as  soon  as  convenient. 

'•'  •!  *«<  on  '.mmm 

Bank  of  Montreal 

working  with  Canadians  in  every  walk  of  life  since  1817 
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IT'S  FROM  BIRKS 

means  so  much  to  the  recipient  of  a  gift  in  a  Birks  Blue  Box. 
For  generations  this  has  meant  that  the  gift  will  be  of  tra- 
ditional Birks  Quality  and  Beauty.  When  the  occasion  is 
important  most  people  think  of  Birks. 

BIRKS 

YONGE  at  TEMPERANCE      -  TORONTO 


THE  HOLLAND  BULB  GARDENS 

SPRING  CATALOGUE  READY  ABOUT  JANUARY  1,  1952 
LISTING 

Gladioli  Rosebushes  Dahlias,  Lilies 

Gloxinias  Shrubs,  Begonias  Etc. 

FALL  CATALOGUE  READY  ABOUT  JULY  1,  1952 
Tulips  Frittilaria  Peonies  Hyacinths 

Crocus,         Daffodils  Snowdrops,  Etc        Muscari  Scilla 

WRITE  FOR  FREE  CATALOGUE 
40  Oakmount  Road    -    Tel.  LYndharst  0622    -    TORONTO  9,  Ontario 
Warehouses  at  8276  -  8  Dundas  St.  W„  Toronto 
NO  OTHER  OFFICE  IN  CANADA 


THE  SOCIETY'S 

ANNUAL  ROSE  SHOW 

will  be  held  in  the 

GREAT  HALL,  HART  HOUSE 
University  of  Toronto 

on 

Thursday,  19th  June 

1952 


